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MONDAY, JANUARY 24, 1955 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D.C. 

The committee met at 10:30 a. m., Hon. Olin E. Teague, of Texas 
(chairman), presiding. 

The CuatrmMan. The committee will come to order. 

The Chair would like to make a short statement concerning the 
hearing today. 

I would like to point out the hearings are on H. R. 587. We hope 
to complete the hearings today and tomorrow. From conversations, 
and from letters and from telephone calls there is considerable in- 
terest concerning what benefits the veterans may receive who are serv- 
ing on a compulsory peacetime basis, and the fact that we expect to 
stick to H. R. 587, which deals with the President’s proclamation of 
January 1, does not mean that we are ignoring this problem of vet- 
erans who serve on a compulsory basis in peacetime. 

The President indicated in his message that the executive branch is 
giving consideration to other facets of this question; I know the 
veterans’ groups are and the committee is, so that we will consider this 
later, but I hope, in order to expedite the hearings that the witnesses 
testifying will stick to the problem before us today. 

Without objection, I will insert at this point copies of the bills: 


[Committee print, January 18, 1955] 


(BPxisting law proposed to be omitted is in black brackets; new matter is in italics; 
existing law in which no changes are proposed is shown in roman) 


[H. R. 587, 84th Cong., 1st sess.] 


A BILL To provide that persons serving in the Armed Forces on January 31, 1955, may 
continue to accrue educational benefits under the Veterans’ Readjustment Assistance 
Act of 1952, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
Of America in Congress assembled, That (a) section 201 (1) of the Veterans’ 
Readjustment Assistance Act of 1952 (38 U. S. C., see. 911 (1)) is hereby 
amended to read as follows: 

(1) the term ‘basic service period’ means the period beginning on June 27, 
1950, and ending on [such date as shall be determined by Presidential procla- 
mation or concurrent resolution of the Congress ;] January 31, 1955, except 
that with respect to persons in the active service in the Armed Forces On 
January 31, 1955, such term means the period beginning on June 27, 1959, 
and ending on the date of the persons’ first discharge Or release from such 
service after January 31, 1955;°. 

(b) Section 201 (2) (A) of such Act (38 U.S. C., sec. 911 (2) (A)) is hereby 
amended by striking out “during the basic service period” and inserting in 
lieu thereof “during the period beginning on June 27, 1950, and ending on 
January 31, 1955”. 

(2) the term “eligible veteran” means any person who is not in the active 
service in the Armed Forces and who— 


1 
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(A) has served in the active service in the Armed Forces at any time 
[during the basic service period,] during the period beginning on June 27, 
1950, and ending on January 31, 1955, 

(c) Section 212 (ec) of such Act (38 U. S. C., ses. 917 (ce) is hereby amended 
by striking out “during the basic service period” each time it occurs and inserting 
in lieu thereof each time “prior to February 1, 1955”. 

(c) In the event an eligible veteran returns to active service in the Armed 
Forces [during the basic service period] prior to February 1, 1955, his date of 
discharge or release shall, for the purposes of this section and section 213, 
be the date of his discharge or release from his last period of active service 
which began [during the basie service period.] prior to February 1, 1955. 

(d) Section 213 of such Act (38 U. S. C., sec. 918) is hereby amended to 
read as follows: 

“EXPIRATION OF ALL EDUCATION AND TRAINING 


“Spe. 2183. No education or training shall be afforded an eligible veteran under 
this title beyond eight years after either his discharge or release from active 
service or the end of [the] his basic service period, whichever is earlier, and in 
no event shall education or training be afforded under this title after January 31, 
1967.”’ 

(e) Section 214 (a) of such Act (38 U. S. C., sec. 919 (a)) is hereby amended 
by striking out “the basic service period” and inserting in lieu thereof “his 
basic service period”. 

Sec, 214. (a) Each eligible veteran shall be entitled to education or training 
under this title for a period equal to one and a half times the duration of 
his active service in the Armed Forces during [the] his basic service period 
(or to the equivalent thereof in part-time training). except that— 

Sec. 2. The amendments made by this Act shall take effect as of January 31, 


1955. 


[H. R. 2599, 84th Cong., ist sess. ] 


A BILL To provide that persons serving in the Armed Forces on January 31, 1955, may 
continue to accrue educational benefits under the Veterans’ Readjustment Assistance 
Act of 1952, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That (a) section 201 (1) of the Veterans’ 
Readjustment Assistance Act of 1952 (38 U. S. C., see. 911 (1)) is hereby 
amended to read as follows: 

“(1) the term ‘basic service period’ means the period beginning on June 27, 
1950, and ending on January 31, 1955, except that with respect to persons 
in the active service in the Armed Forces on January 31, 1955, such term 
means the period beginning on June 27, 1950, and ending on the date of 
the persons’ first discharge or release from such service after January 31, 
1955 :°”. 

(b) Section 201 (2) (A) of such Act (388 U. S. C., see. 911 (2) (A)) is 
hereby amended by striking out “during the basic service period” and inserting 
in lieu thereof “during the period beginning on June 27, 1950, and ending on 
January 31, 1955”. 

(c) Seetion 212 (c) of such Act (388 U. 8. C., see. 917 (c)) is hereby amended 
by striking out “during the basic service period” each time it occurs and inserting 
in lieu thereof each time “prior to February 1, 1955”. 

(d) Section 213 of such Act (88 U.S. C., see. 918) is hereby amended to read 
as follows: 

EXPIRATION OF ALL EDUCATION AND TRAINING 


“Sec. 213. No education or training shall be afforded an eligible veteran 
under this title beyond eight years after either his discharge or release from 
active service or the end of his basic service period, whichever is earlier, and 
in no event shall education or training be afforded under this title after January 
31, 1967.” 

(e) Section 214 (a) of such Act (38 U. S. C., sec. 919 (a)) is hereby amended 
by striking out ‘“‘the basic service period” and inserting in lieu thereof “his 
basie service period”. 

Sec. 2. The amendments made by this Act shall take effect as of January 31, 
1955. 
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[H. R. 2648, 84th Cong., 1st sess.] 


A BILL To provide that persons serving in the Armed Forces on January 31, 1955, may 
continue to accrue educational benefits under the Veterans’ Readjustment Assistance 
Act of 1952, and for other purposes 



















Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That (a) section 201 (1) of the Veterans’ 
Readjustment Assistance Act of 1952 (388 U. S. C., sec. 911 (1)) is hereby 
amended to read as follows: 

**(1) the term ‘basic service period’ means the period beginning on June 27, 
1950, and ending on January 31, 1955, except that with respect to persons 
in the active service in the Armed Forces on January 31, 1955, such tern 
means the period beginning on June 27, 1950, and ending on the date of the 
persons’ first discharge or release from such service after January 31, 1955 ;” 

(b) Section 201 (2) (A) of such Act (38 U. S. C., sec. 911 (2) (A)) is hereb 
amended by striking out “during the basic service period” and inserting in lie, 
thereof “during the period beginning on June 27, 1950, and ending on Januar, 
31, 1955”. 

(ce) Section 212 (c) of such Act (38 U. S. C., sec. 917 (c)) is hereby amende 
by striking out “during the basic service period” each time it occurs and insertin, 
in lieu thereof each time “prior to February 1, 1955”. 

(d) Section 213 of such Act (38 U. S. C., sec. 918) is hereby amended to rea,: 
as follows: 
















“EXPIRATION OF ALL EDUCATION AND TRAINING 





“Sec. 2138. No education or training shall be afforded an eligible veteran unde, 
this title beyond eight years after either his discharge or release from activ 
service or the end of his basic service period, whichever is earlier, and in rj, 
event shall education or training be afforded under this title after January 3), 
1967.” 

(e) Section 214 (a) of such Act (88 U.S. C., sec. 919 (a)) is hereby amendes| 
by striking out “the basic service period” and inserting in lieu thereof “his basi. 
service period”. 

Sec. 2. The amendments made by this Act shall take effect as of January 3 
1955. 


[H. R. 2802, 84th Cong., 1st sess.] 







A BILL To provide that persons serving in the Armed Forces on January 31, 1955, may 
continue to accrue educational benefits under the Veterans’ Readjustment Assistance 
Act of 1952, and for other purposes 




















Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That (a) section 201 (1) of the Veterans’ 
Readjustment Assistance Act of 1952 (38 U. 8S. C., sec. 911 (1)) is hereby 
amended to read as follows: 

“(1) the term ‘basic service period’ means the period beginning on June 
27, 1950, and ending on January 31, 1955, except that with respect to persons 
in the active service in the Armed Forces on January 31, 1955, such term 
means the period beginning on June 27, 1950, and ending on the date of the 
persons’ first discharge or release from such service after January 31, 1955;”. 

(b) Section 201 (2) (A) of such Act (38 U.S. C., see. 911 (2) (A)) is hereby 
amended by striking out “during the basic service period” and inserting in lieu 
thereof “during the period beginning on June 27, 1950, and ending on January 
31, 1955”. 

(c) Section 212 (c) of such Act (38 U. 8S. C., see. 917 (c)) is hereby amended 
by striking out “during the basic service period” each time it occurs and insert- 
ing in lieu thereof each time “prior to February 1, 1955”. 

(d) Section 213 of such Act (38 U. S. C., see. 918) is hereby amended to read 
as follows: 


“EXPIRATION OF ALL EDUCATION AND TRAINING 


“Src. 213. No education or training shall be afforded an eligible veteran under 
this title beyond eight years after either his discharge or release from active 
service or the end of his basic service period, whichever is earlier, and in no 
event shall education or training be afforded under this title after January 31, 
1967.” 
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(e) Section 214 (a) of such Act (38 U. S. C., sec. 919 (a)) is hereby amended 
by striking out “the basic service period” and inserting in lieu thereof “his basic 
service period”. 


Sec. 2. The amendments made by this Act shall take effect as of January 31, 
1955. 





[H. R. 2831, 84th Cong., 1st sess.] 


A BILL To provide that persons serving in the Armed Forces on January 31, 1955, may 
continue to accrue educational benefits under the Veterans’ Readjustment Assistance 
Act of 1952, and for other purposes 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatves of the United States 

of America in Congress assembled, That (a) section 201 (1) of the Veterans’ 

Readjustment Assistance Act of 1952 (88 U.S. C., sec. 911 (1) ) is hereby amended 

to read as follows: 

“(1) the term ‘basic service period’ means the period beginning on June 27, 
1950, and ending on January 31, 1955, except that with respect to persons 
in the active service in the Armed Forces on January 31, 1955, such term 
means the period beginning on June 27, 1950, and ending on the date of 

the perons’ first discharge or release from such service after January 31, 


me 48D 


1955 >". 

(b) Section 201 (2) (A) of such Act (38 U.S. C., see. 911 (2) (A)) is hereby 
amended by striking out “during the basic service period’”’ and inserting in lieu 
thereof “during the period beginning on June 27, 1950, and ending on January 31, 
1955”’. 

(c) Section 212 (c) of such Act (38 U.S. C., sec. 917 (c)) is hereby amended 
by striking out “during the basic service period” each time it occurs and inserting 
in lieu thereof each time “prior to February 1, 1955”. 

(d) Section 213 of such Act (38 U.S. C., sec. 918) is hereby amended to read 
as follows: 

“EXPIRATION OF ALL EDUCATION AND TRAINING 


“Sec. 213. No eduction or training shall be afforded an eligible veteran under 
this title beyond eight years after either his discharge or release from active 
service or the end of his basic service period, whichever is earlier, and in no 
event shall education or training be afforded under this title after Janary 31, 
1967.”’ 

(e) Section 214 (a) of such Act (38 U. S. C. sec. 919 (a)) is hereby amended 
by striking out “the basic service period” and inserting in lieu thereof “his 
basic service period”. 

Sec. 2. The amendments made by this Act shall take effect as of January 31, 
1955. 

The CuatrmMan. The Chair has received several reports from dif- 
ferent agencies of the Government, which will be made a part of the 
record. 

Also the release of Mr. Hagerty, press secretary to the President, 
will be included in the record. 

Also communications from the American Vocational Association, 
the Association of American Colleges, the American Association of 
Junior Colleges, the American Council on Education, the Veterans of 
Foreign Wars, the American Legion, The AMVETS, which will be 
made a part of the record. 

(The statements referred to follow :) 

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY, 


OFFICE OF THE ADJUTANT GENERAL, 
Washington 25, D. C., January 18, 1955. 


AGCT 327.31 (5 Jan 55) 
Hon, OLIN E. TEAGUE, 
Chairman, Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
House of Representatives. 
Dear Mr. TEAGUE: As requested in your letter of January 5, 1955, and in ac- 
cordance with the additional requirements outlined by Mr. Meadows of your 
office in a telephone conversation with a representative of my office on January 
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2, 1955, I am pleased to forward to you, as enclosures hereto, the information 
you desire with respect to the manner in which the following categories of 
personnel are inducted, enlisted, or otherwise brought into the military service, 


together with the specific moment that these personnel come under military 
control; 


Enclosure 
eT a al ale ks dee Sodas ot bi nlauhindunsh bei euaniciat cn dea clan aee 1 
a RU cereberipcpes eyenew peer powtigiaeueeses ea 2 
Cee en ts a gases eniowupmnensak alckauiaiiaecann inate 3 
4. Voluntary entry on active duty of enlisted reservists__._._.._._.__._.______-_-_--_ ~~ + 
5. Personnel commissioned through the ROTC program______-__-__---------~~- a 5 
G. Cais SF REVS Gury GF COMMSINSIOTOR TODO TIBIN no 3 ne ee tin eee noon 6 


It is hoped that the information furnished above will be helpful to you. In 
the event any additional data are required, please feel free to call upon me again. 
Sincerely yours, 
JOHN A. KLEIN, 
Major General, United States Army, 
The Adjutant General. 





Enclosure 1 
INDUCTEES 


These individuals register for the draft with the Selective Service System 
local boards on the first day designated for registration subsequent to their 
18th birthday. At the appropriate time, they are then ordered by the Selective 
Service local boards to report to the designated induction stations for pre- 
induction mental and physical examination and a determination of their moral 
fitness. Registrants requiring hospitalization or special medical evaluation 
remain under control of the Selective Service System. After such examinations, 
registrants return to their place of residence. Subsequently, the induction 
station informs the registrant’s local board of the results of the preinduction 
examination and whether the individual currently qualifies for acceptance or is 
not qualified for acceptance, and the registrants are in turn advised directly 
by the local boards. Registrants previously found qualified for acceptance are 
ordered by Selective Service local boards to report to the designated induction 
station for induction into the Armed Forces. Upon reporting to the induction 
station for induction, and just prior to actual induction, the registrant is re- 
checked to insure that he still meets the established physical and moral Criteria. 
Registrants found qualified after such recheck then patricipate in an induction 
ceremony. An inducting officer makes a brief orientation talk to the registrants, 
who are normally lined up, telling them what is going to take place. He tells 
the registrants that they are going to engage in the ceremony of induction. He 
advises them that within a few moments he will ask those individuals to take 
one step forward and that such step symbolizes stepping from civilian to mili- 
tary jurisdiction. The induction officer then states in substance: “Those of 
you who are about to enter into the miltary service are directed to take one step 
forward.” This taking a step forward then becomes the precise moment that 
the registrant comes under military control. After this portion of the ceremony 
is concluded, the oath of allegiance is then given to all such registrants and the 
registrants are then forwarded to the appropriate reception station for further 
processing and training for service. 





Enclosure 2 


VOLUNTEERS FOR IMMEDIATE INDUCTION 


A volunteer for immediate induction is the registrant who volunteers for 
induction at the earliest practicable date within induction quotas, and is 
inducted prior to the registrants who are ordered for induction. The volunteer 
for induction is forwarded by the Selective Service local board to the appro- 
priate induction station, and, if he meets the prescribed mental, physical, and 
moral criteria, is inducted and passed to military control in the same manner 
as outlined in enclosure 1. 
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Enclosure 3 
ENLISTEES 


Applicants for enlistment are interviewed at recruiting stations to determine 
potential eligibility for enlistment based on mental, moral, and physical quali- 
fications. Enlistment screening tests are administered to determine the proba- 
bility of their achieving the prescribed mental test scores. Those who qualify 
are forwarded to recruiting main stations, and are administered the mental 
tests and physical examinations. Applicants for enlistment who are hospitalized 
for special medical evaluation remain in a civilian status. Individuals who 
meet the prescribed mental, moral, and physical criteria then are given the 
oath of enlistment. The moment that such applicants subscribe to this oath 
they come under military control. 


Enclosure 4 
VOLUNTARY ENTRY ON ACTIVE Duty OF ENLISTED RESERVISTS 


Under section 4 (c), Universal Military Training and Service Act, a reservist 
may apply for 2 years’ active duty. If found mentally and physically qualified 
he may be ordered to active duty under section 233 (d), Armed Forces Reserve 
Act of 1952. When an enlisted reservist desires such active duty, he submits 
an application, accompanied by a loyalty certificate, through his unit com- 
mander to the chief of the military district. (If not a member of an Organized 
Reserve unit he submits his application directly to the military district chief.) 
The records of the reservist are examined to determine his qualifications and 
the commander forwards the application with his recommendations to the 
military district chief or area commander who has final selection authority. 
This authority, vested in the area commander, may be delegated to the chief 
of the military district. If the applicant is subject to induction and there is 
» question as*to his loyalty, he has only to pass the physical examination. 
not subject to induction, he must have a standard score of 90 or higher on 
the mental tests, as mental group IV personnel. If found qualified the applicant 
is ordered to a short tour of active duty (one or more days) for the purpose of 
undergoing physical examination. During this short period, the individual 
actually is under the control of the Army for limited purposes and is entitled 
to certain limited benefits, and remains in such a status until relieved from 
active duty and ordered to return to his home or other designated location upon 
completion of his physical examination. The report of examination is for- 
warded by the physician to the authority who issued the orders. If, on review, 
the applicant is found physically qualified, orders are then issued directing him 
to proceed on a certain date to a certain Army installation to report to the 
commander thereof for active duty. He actually enters on active duty and 
is under the control of the Army on the effective date of active duty cited in 
his orders or, if no date is specifically cited therein, on the date he necessarily 
is required to proceed from his present location, if cited in his orders, or from 
his home, to his assigned station. 


me 
If 


Enclosure 5 


PERSON NEL COMMISSIONED THROUGH THE ROTC PROGRAM 


Pligible freshmen students enroll in Military Science I, and sign an ROTC 
deferment agreement about February 15, in which they agree to complete the 
basic course (MS I and MS II), if enrolled therein; to enroll in and complete 
the advance course (MS Ill and MS IV) at the proper time, if accepted therefor; 
upon completion or termination of the course to accept a commission when elig- 
ible, if tendered; to serve upon active duty for a period of not less than 2 years 
after receipt of such commission subject to order by the Secretary of the 
Army: and to remain a member of a Regular or Reserve component of the Army 
until the eighth (Sth) anniversary of the receipt of commission unless sooner 
terminated. 

Sophomore students enroll in Military Science II, and there is no change in 
their status from that while enrolled in MS I. 

Junior students, if selected, enroll in Military Science III, and sign a student’s 
contract which provides for payment of commutation of subsistence. The con- 
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tract provides that the student will agree to complete the advance course (MS 
TII and MS IV); devote 5 hours per week during such period to the military 
training prescribed, and pursue the course of camp training during such period 
as prescribed by the Secretary of the Army. 

Advance course ROTC students normally attend a 6 weeks’ training camp 
at a miliary camp or post in the summer intervening between their MS III and 
MS IV years. During the 6 weeks’ summer camp period the students are 
paid at the rate of $75 per month under the provisions of section 47 (¢), NDA. 

Senior students enroll in Military Science IV, and upon completion of the 
MS IV year, and receipt of a degree, are tendered a commission as a second 
lieutenant if eligible. The appointment of such an ROTC graduate in the Army 
Reserve is effective upon execution and return of tle oath of office to the Army 
commander. Upon acceptance of a commission, ROTC graduates are assigned 
to a branch of the Army Reserve. Upon receipt of the executed oath of office, 
these newly commissioned ROTC graduates are placed under written orders to 
active duty with an effective date during a selected month subsequent to that 
of graduation but prior to July 1 of the following year for May and June grad- 
uates and prior to July 1 of the current year for midyear graduates. From 
date of appointment through the date immediately preceding the effective date 
of their active duty, such individuals are not on active duty nor under the con- 
trol of the Army other than the fact that they are carried on the rolls (records) 
of the Army, that their military records are maintained by the appropriate mili- 
tary district, and that they are subject to active duty under such active-duty 
programs and directives as are prescribed and in effect at that time. The ef- 
fective date of active duty is prescribed in each order itself; the date that the 
order is issued having no bearing on the individual’s active duty or the effective 
date that he is under Army control. Such individuals actually come to Army 
control on the effective date of active duty cited in orders, or if no date is specif- 
ically cited therein, on the date the individual necessarily is required to pro- 
ceed from his present location if cited in his orders, or from his home, to his 
assigned duty station. 


Enclosure 6 
CALL TO ACTIVE DuTy OF COMMISSIONED RESERVE PERSONNEL 


At present (other than Army Medical Service) only officers who volunteer 
therefor are being ordered to active duty. Applications are submitted by in- 
dividuals to the military district (for USAR officers) and to the adjutant gen- 
eral of the State (for NGUS officers) accompanied by a completed physical 
examination and other required material. These are forwarded through the 
appropriate area commanders to The Adjutant General when determination is 
made as to their acceptability for active duty. If selected for active duty appro- 
priate orders are issued by The Adjutant General with an effective date of entry 
on active duty determined by The Adjutant General and normally indicated 
on the orders. This effective date is generally not earlier than 30 days sub- 
sequent to the date of issuance of the active-duty order. These individuals come 
under Army control on the effective day of tlieir duty as cited in their orders, if 
their orders contain such information ; otherwise on the date the individual neces- 
sarily is required to proceed from his present location, if cited in his orders, or 
from his home, to his assigned station. 





NATIONAL HEADQUARTERS, SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM, 
OFFICE OF THE DtREcTOR, 
Washington 25, D. C., January 14, 1955. 
Hon. Ouin FE. TEAGUE, 
House of Representatives. 

MeAR Mr. TEAGUE: I have vour letter of January 6, 1955, in which you request 
information concerning the exact proce’lures which are followed by Selective 
Service in regular induction cases and volunteer induction cases. 

As you know, our local boards place in class I-A the registrants who are 
unable to produce conclusive evidence which would warrant their classification 
in some deferred class. After a man is placed in class I-A and has been afforded 
10 days in which to take an appeal, he is then sent to an Armed Forces examin- 
















Ss ACCRUAL OF EDUCATION TIME UNDER PUBLIC LAW 550 





ing station for his preinduction physical and mental examination. If the regis- 
trant is found acceptable, he is sent a notice of acceptability by his local board 
and he is then placed on a list according to his age. When the local board 
receives a call it orders men from this list for induction, with the oldest men 
going first. 

There are two provisions in the Selective Service Regulations which prohibit 
the local board from processing a man for induction on short notice. One pro- 
vision of the regulations, issued by the President, is that at least 21 days must 
elapse between the time the local board has mailed a certificate of acceptability 
and the date fixed for induction. The other regulation is that the local board 
must mail the order to report for induction at least 10 days before the date 
fixed for induction. 

A local board generally fills its monthly call on 1 or 2 days during the month. 
Each local board has certain days during the month on which it may send men 
for induction, and other days on which it sends men for preinduction physical 
examination. The Armed Forces examining and induction stations have a 
limit on the number of men they can process each day. 

When a man files an application for voluntary induction, his local board is 
required by Selective Service Regulations to classify him as soon as possible 
and place him in a class available for military service, unless his deferment 
is found necessary under the Presidential regulations. 

Selective Service calls are placed according to age, with the oldest men being 
called first. By volunteering for immediate induction, a registrant merely 
moves up the time he enters the Armed Forces. Volunteers will be called in the 
sequence in which they have volunteered for induction. If a local board is 
unable to fill their call with volunteers, they then go to the list of available 
nonvolunteers and order them to report for induction in the sequence of their 
ages, with the oldest going first. 

In your letter you raise the question of whether there would be a possibility 
that an individual volunteering for induction or coming up for regular induction 
a few days prior to January 31, 1955, might have his induction delayed until 
after January 31. It has been the experience of Selective Service that it takes 
approximately 30 days to completely process a volunteer and deliver him for 
induction. In view of this, I doubt if any person who volunteers for induction 
through his local board after January 1, 1955, the date on which the Executive 
order of the President was issued, would be inducted prior to January 31, 19955. 
Also, I doubt if there would be any individual nonvolunteer registrants, inducted 
prior to January $1, 1955, who had not received orders to report for induction 
before January 1, 1955. The Selective Service Regulations authorize the local 
boards to postpone the induction of registrants only for emergency reasons 
beyond the registrant’s control, such as illness of the registrant or a member 
of his family. 

I trust that the above gives you the information which you desire. 

Sincerely yours, 
LEw!s B. HERSHEY, 
Director. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY, 
HEADQUARTERS UNITED STATES MARINE Corps, 
Washington 25, D. C., January 14, 1955. 
Hon. OLIN E. TEAGUE, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Mr. TeEAGvE: This is in reply to your letter of January 6, 1955, rela- 
tive to the procedure followed by the Marine Corps in entering persons into the 
active service. 

The Marine Corps has not accepted personnel through the Selective Service 
System since May 1952, therefore the following information pertains to appli- 
cants who volunteer for enlistment in the Marine Corps or Marine Corps Reserve. 

Applicants who volunteer for enlistment in the Marine Corps or Marine Corps 
Reserve are processed for determination of eligibility in accordance with current 
enlistment standards. If the applicant is physically and otherwise qualified, the 
oath of enlistment is administered and the formal contract of enlistment is 
executed. The oath of enlistment has been held to be the pivotal fact which 
changes the status from that of a civilian to that of a marine. 

Enlisted service, for basic pay purposes, of applicants enlisted in the Regular 
Marine Corps commences with the date of enlistment. 
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Members of the Marine Corps Reserve who are, or will become, classified in a 
class available for induction, may be assigned to unrestricted extended active 
duty at their own request and at the time selected by them, subject to established 
quotas. Orders to such reservists allow a minimum of 30 days between receipt 
of orders and assignment to extended active duty. The date of reporting for tem- 
porary active duty for physical examination will be a minimum of 5 days after 
receipt of orders. Upon completion of the physical examination, the reservist is 
ordered home and released from temporary active duty. On the 25th day after 
the physical examination is completed, and provided he has been found physi- 
cally and otherwise qualified, the reservist is ordered to extended active duty in 
excess of 30 days and is directed to proceed on that date to his duty station. 
In the event he desires to proceed to his duty station immediately, or at any time 
within the 25-day period, he is authorized to do so. Reservists are authorized to 
perform travel to place of physical examination and return, or to initial duty 
station, or both, at their own expense and to submit claim for reimbursement, or 
to apply in person or by letter to a Marine Corps activity for necessary trans- 
portation requests, meal tickets, and travel itineraries. Active duty pay is 
authorized only for the time required to perform travel, via mode of transporta- 
tion used, for the distance from his home to his duty station, plus the time 
required for physical examination. The date of commencement of extended 
active duty is computed by subtracting the number of days traveled authorized 
to the reservists from the date of reservists reporting to the first duty station. 

Provided physically and otherwise qualified, a member of the Marine Corps 
Reserve may volunteer for enlistment or reenlistment in the Regular Marine 
Corps at any time prior to assignment to extended active duty subject to such 
quota limitations which may be necessary to keep the strength of the Marine 
Corps within the authorized allowance. In addition, a member of the Marine 
Corps Reserve not serving on extended active duty may volunteer for enlistment 
in another branch of the Armed Forces. 

It is trusted the above information serves the purpose of your inquiry. 

Sincerely yours, 


R. H. Rweery, Jr., 
Major General, United States Marine Corps, 
Director of Personnel. 





EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT, 
BUREAU OF THE BUDGET, 
Washington 25, D. C., January 20, 1955. 
Hon. OLIN E. TEAGUE, 
Chairman, Committee on Veterans ’Affairs, 
House of Representatives, Washington 25, D. C. 


My Dear Mr. CHAIRMAN: This will acknowledge your letter of January 11, 
1955, requesting a report from the Bureau of the Budget on H. R. 587, a bill 
to provide that persons serving in the Armed Forces on January 31, 1955, may 
continue to accrue educational benefits under the Veterans’ Readjustment Assist- 
ance Act of 1952, and for other purposes. 

H. R. 587 would enable persons in service on January 31, 1955, to continue 
to accrue entitlement to education and training during service after that date 
up to the maximum of 36 months specified in existing law. The obvious objective 
of the bill is to provide the group of servicemen affected by the President’s 
proclamation regarding various special veterans benefits with an opportunity 
to obtain substantial education and training benefits comparable to those avail- 
able to servicemen who completed their service prior to the end of the basic 
period. The President has endorsed this objective and has indicated that he 
supports legislation to achieve this end. 

With specific regard to H. R. 587, the report of the Veterans’ Administration 
suggests further consideration of one basic feature of the bill. H. R. 587 would 
extend the final closing date for the education and training program from 
January 31, 1963, to January 31, 1967. This extension of 4 years is apparently 
intended to insure that those men in service on January 31, 1955, under a 4- 
year enlistment, have at least 8 years after discharge to complete their education 
or training. The agency calls attention to the fact that the proposed extension 
will require administrative machinery to be maintained for an additional 4 years. 
It also questions whether there is any practical need for such an extension, in 
view of the fact that those for whom the program is intended will have 4 or 
more years to complete training, even under existing law. 
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Under the circumstances, the existing terminal date of January 31, 1963, 
would appear to be reasonable and the Bureau of the Budget accordingly recom- 
mends its retention. 

Subject to your consideration of the foregoing, you are advised that the enact- 
ment of legislation along the lines of H. R. 587 would be in accord with the 
program of the President. 

Sincerely yours, 
DOoNALD R. BELCHER, 
Assistant Director. 





DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY, 
BUREAU OF NAVAL PERSONNEL, 
Washington 25, D. C., January 19, 1955. 
Hon. Ovin E. TEAGUE, 
House of Representatives, Washington 25, D. C. 

My Dear Mr. Teacue: This is in reply to your letter of January 5, 1955, con- 
cerning the procedures followed by the Department of the Navy with respect 
to persons entering into active service. 


ENLISTED PERSONNEL 
Regular Navy 


At the present time the Navy is not receiving personnel as enlisted men in 
the Navy through selective service as inductees. All applicants for enlistment 
in the Regular Navy are volunteers and the normal processing time for enlist- 
ment of such applicants is about 7 working days. If an applicant applies for 
enlistment on or before January 21, he will have a reasonable assurance of being 
enlisted on or before January 31. Should he apply after January 21 his chances 
of being enlisted before January 31 are considerably lessened. All persons who 
are enlisted in the Regular Navy are placed on active duty immediately upon 
taking the oath of allegiance and the signing of the enlistment contract. 


Naval Reserve 


The normal processing time required for enlisting an applicant in the Naval 
Reserve is approximately 5 days. An individual in the Naval Reserve does not 
enter on active duty immediately upon enlistment. Those persons who are 
enlisted with no prior military service may volunteer for active duty; however, 
personnel who have received a notification to report for induction have priority 
for such recall to active duty within the monthly quotas assigned by the com- 
mandant of the naval district. Any delay in ordering a person to active duty 
after enlistment depends on the following: whether or not the individual volun- 
teers for active duty; the existence of a vacancy in the quota allotted the 
commandant of the naval district for the purpose of ordering reservists to active 
duty ; and whether or not he has received notice to report for induction. 


OFFICER PERSONNEL 
Officer candidate 


Processing procedures for officer candidate programs vary from the enlisted 
programs in that processing time is considerably longer, and the actual entrance 
on active duty after enlistment or appointment varies, depending on the sched- 
uled convening dates of classes. For example, an officer candidate may have 
been selected and enlisted January 13, 1955, but will not be ordered to active duty 
until sometime in March, the date of the next officer candidate class. 


Direct appointment 


Under the direct appointment procedures, it is entirely possible that an officer 
could be appointed in January but not report for active duty until a later date. 
The delay in reporting would be occasioned by the needs of the service plus a 
policy of allowing a new appointee sufficient time to settle his personal affairs. 

It is clear, therefore, that there is a possibility that a number of individuals 
who have made application for enlistment or appointment during the month of 
January will not be able to qualify for the special wartime benefits. 

It is hoped the above information will be helpful to you. 

By direction of Chief of Naval Personnel: 

Sincerely yours, 


M. F. D. FLAHERTY, 
Captain, USN, Director, Recruiting Division. 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, January 20, 1955. 
Hon, OLin E, TEAGUE, 
House of Representatives. 

DEAR Mr. TEAGUE: In response to your inquiry of January 5, 1955, relative to 
induction, recruitment, and military control of Air Force personnel the follow- 
ing information is submitted for your consideration. With the exception of a 
few physicians, dentists, and veterinarians allocated to the Air Force by Selective 
Service and who are not found qualified for officer appointment, the Air Force 
is presently manned by volunteers. 

Input personnel are obtained from several sources and each source has its 
own procedure. By far the largest of these categories is volunteer airman 
enlistees. The individual may appear in person at a recruiting facility on his 
own initiative or after contact by a recruiter. Here information about the 
Air Force is furnished and if he desires to volunteer his processing commences. 
During this processing the enlistment screening test is given, the enlistment 
application is completed, and if the applicant appears qualified he is sent at 
Government expense to a recruiting main station for final processing. At the 
recruiting main station his records are reviewed and final forms accomplished. 
Required mental tests are administered and a medical examination is accom- 
plished. Normal processing time at the recruitment facility would average 1 
working day, travel time to the recruiting main station would normally con- 
sume another working day and processing at the recruiting main station would 
probably require 2 days due to the time requirement of certain medical labora- 
tory tests. Normal processing time from field contact to oath of enlistment 
weuld be approximately 4 working days. If found fully qualified mentally and 
physically the applicant is administered the outh of enlistment and it is at this 
instant of time that the airman first comes under the control of the Department 
of the Air Force. At any time during processing and prior to the actual time 
of oath of enlistment the applicant has the prerogative of refusing further 
processing. After completion of the processing the airman is shipped to 1 of 3 
military wings to begin his basic training. 

Regardless of the date that enlistment processing begins no person comes under 
the control of the Department of the Air Force until the time the oath of enlist- 
ment is administered. 

Processing of other categories of personnel entering into active servive such 
as aviation cadets, Air Force ROTC graduates, directly appointed officers and 
directly appointed physicians, dentists, and veterinarians have different g«atrance 
procedures than volunteer airmen, : 

(a) Aviation cadet applicants.—Civilian applicants for aviation eadet train- 
ing are normally notified of qualification and acceptance for training prior to 
their enlistment. At this time he is given a draft deferment of 4 monihs, but 
remains a civilian in every sense of the word and is under no contrc: of the 
Department of the Air Force. He retains the prerogative of enlistiny in the 
Regular Air Force at any time prior to his entry into aviation cadet traning. 

(b) The AFROTC graduate and directly appointed officer—Persons jn these 
categories do not come under the control of the Department of the Ayr Force 
until the day they are ordered to extended active duty as commissionedyofflicers. 
Certain qualified AF ROTC graduates are called to active duty and pheed into 
flying training throughout the year as class assignments become availalie. The 
remaining AF ROTC graduates and directly appointed officers are called {is active 
duty to fill specified vacancies as they occur. Pending receipt of act;ie duty 
orders, any of these may also apply for enlistment in the Regular Air *orce. 

(c) Direct appointment of physicians, dentists and veterinarians.—soctors. 
dentists, and veterinarians subject to induction under the operation, of the 
Doctors’ and Dentists’ Draft Act, must be appointed Reserve officers‘if they 
volunteer and are qualified for direct appointment. Under this proceiure the 
Air Force requests through the Department of Defense that the Selective. Service 
System furnish a given number of physicians to be entered on active dyity at a 
specified time. Normally from the date of request until the persons are to 
enter active service is G months. After receipt of the request Selective: Service 
issues induction notices approximately 90 days prior to the first day of active 
duty. During this 90-day period the individual may submit application for 
appointment in the Air Force. If found qualified he will be appointed and 
ordered to active duty. From the date the inductee receives his notice of in- 
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duction until he enters extended active duty he has no military status but is not 
free to enlist or apply for any appointment in any branch of the Armed Forces 
except the Air Force. 

In general summation, I would like to reiterate that military control of an 
individual begins for airmen at the time of oath of enlistment and for officer 
personnel at the time of call to extended active duty as published in active-duty 
orders. 


I trust that the above information will serve the purposes of your request. 
Sincerely yours, 


JoE W. KELLY, 
Major General, USAF, Director, Legislative Liaison. 





VETERANS’ ADMINISTRATION, 
OFFICE OF THE ADMINISTRATOR OF VETERANS’ AFFAIRS, 


Washington 25, D. C., January 21, 1955. 
Hon. OLIN E. TEAGUE, 


Chairman, Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
House of Representatives, Washington 25, D. C. 

Dear Mr. TeaGvEe: This will refer to your request for a report by the Veterans’ 
Administration with respect to H. R. 587, 84th Congress, a bill to provide that 
persons serving in the Armed Forces on January 31, 1955, may continue to accrue 
educational benefits under the Veterans’ Readjustment Assistance Act of 1952, 
and for other purposes. 

The principal purpose of H. R. 587 is indicated both by its title and the state- 
ment by its sponsor which appeared in the appendix of the Congressional Record 
of January 6, 1955. It would permit persons continuing in the active service 
beyond January 31, 1955 (the terminal date of the Korean conflict period fixed 
by the President’s proclamation for the purpose of various veterans’ benefits), 
to acerue additional entitlement to education and training based upon service 
after that date. The bill is therefore aimed at equalizing the opportunity for 
this group to attain a substantial educational benefit under the Veterans’ 
Readjustment Assistance Act of 1952 with that enjoyed by those who completed 
their service prior to the end of the basic period. 

Under the Veterans’ Readjustment Assistance Act the basic service period 
governing eligibility for its benefits is defined in each case as the period begin- 
ning on June 27, 1950, and ending on such date as shall be determined by Presi- 
dential proclamation or concurrent resolution of the Congress. However, the 
amount of entitlement to education or training which a veteran meeting the 
basie eligibility criteria of the act may receive is measured by 1% times the 
duration of his active service within such period. Snce January 31, 1955, has 
now been fixed as the termination date of such basic service period by the Presi- 
dent’s proclamation of January 1, 1955, persons now in service will be unable 
to accrue additional entitlement to education and training after January 31, 
1955. In the extreme case, the entitlement of a person entering service on that 
date would yield an insignificant 1144 days of education or training which, of 
course, could be of no practical use. The same problem, in gradually lessening 
degree, will exist with reference to large numbers of servicemen who have entered 
the Armed Forces at earlier times but have not yet served for a sufficient period 
to accrue that amount of entitlement for education and training which will 
provide the necessary readjustment assistance when they are separated from 
active service. 

The situation with respect to educational and vocational assistance contrasts 
with that which obtains with respect to the other readjustment benefits. As to 
these, the same person who received enitlement to only 114 days of education 
or training could, if he meets the other conditions for eligibility, be entitled to 
the full quantum of the benefits, since such other benefits are not measured by 
the duration of active service during the period June 27, 1950, through January 
31, 1955. 

It should he noted that the bill would retain the requirement that for purposes 
of basic eligibility a person must have entered service on or prior to January 31, 
1955. The privilege which it would establish of permitting persons in service 
on that date to acerue additional educational entitlement by reason of service 
continuing after that date would be subject to the present maximum of 36 
months entitlement to education and training. The bill would have an added 
distinctive feature in that the 8-year period prescribed by section 213 of the act 
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as limiting the time within which education or training may be afforded would 
be measured from the first dscharge or release from active service after January 
31, 1955, in these cases and would not be limited by the presently applicable final 
closing date of January 31, 1963. However, in apparent recognition of the fact 
that, unless restricted, this would permit long-service career personnel to receive 
training at a remote time in the future, the bill would specify a final terminal 
date of January 31, 1967, beyond which no training could be provided *or any 
individual. This would, in effect, result in a 4-year extension of the lif’ of the 
education and training program. a 

Under existing provisions, the governing terminal date, January 3 1963, 
applies to all persons discharged less than 8 years prior to that date irresj.«tive 
of whether they had accrued maximum or merely partial entitlement. Accord- 
ingly, the proposed extension of the program to January 31, 1967, may present 
considerations differing from those involved in the primary objective of per- 
mitting accrual of additional entitlement for service continuing after January 
31, 1955. 

The committee may wish to weigh the fact that the Veterans’ Administration 
would thus be required to maintain a staff to administer the program for 4 addi- 
tional years along with the question of whether there will exist any practical 
need for an extension of time among those for whom the bill is primarily in- 
tended, bearing in mind that in virtually all instances they will have 4 or more 
years in which to take and complete their education or training if the existing 
terminal date is retained. 

As a technical matter, it is noted that the word “persons’ 
should properly be ‘“‘person’s’’. 

The President’s proclamation of January 1, 1955, fixed January 31, 1955, 
as the terminal date governing eligibility of personnel in the Armed Forces 
for various veterans’ “wartime” benefits which had been authorized in con- 
nection with active service since the onset of the Korean conflict and not merely 
for educational and vocational assistance. While each of the various laws thus 
affected had separate provisions authorizing the President, or the Congress, 
to determine the date which ended their applicability to future servicemen, 
the President in the exercise of his discretion determined upon January 31, 
1955, as the appropriate uniform terminal date. 

It is important to note that the President’s authority with regard to the 
educational and vocational assistance program was strictly limited to discre- 
tion in fixing a single terminal date. Once this overall date was determined 
the question of any special consideration for persons in the group contemplated 
by the present bill, was beyond the scope of the Executive proclamation and 
becomes an appropriate subject for legislative consideration. 

In the light of the singular situation which exists as to educational and voca- 
tional assistance and the further fact tthat a large number of the persons 
who would be relieved by the bill undoubtedly have related their future plans 
to the expectation of receiving this important readjustment aid, it is my view 
that enactment of legislation to allow persons in the service on January 31, 
1955, to accrue entitlement to education and training prior to their first release 
or discharge from active service on or after that date is justified. It is believed 
that this primary objective of H. R. 587 would not depart from the basie 
principle of the President’s proclamation or create a precedent for extension 
of the other laws enumerated therein. 

In view of uncertainty regarding some of the factors involved, such as plans 
of veterans discharged in the future, future discharge rates, ete., the additional 
cost which would be attributable to H. R. 587, if enacted, cannot be predicted 
with precision. Subject to this limitation, it is estimated that there would 
be no increase in direct benefit costs for fiscal years 1955 of 1956. Thereafter, 
the additional direct-benefit cost would approximate the following amounts: 
Fiscal year 1957, $25 million; fiscal year 1958, $60 million; fiscal year 1959, 
$90 million; fiscal year 1960, $90 million; fiscal year 1961, $70 million. The 
additional annual costs for direct benefits attributable to the proposed legisla- 
tion could be expected to continue to decrease after fiscal year 1961. Additional 
administrative costs attributable to enactment of the proposed legislation are 
expected to be approximately 4 to 5 percent of the additional costs cited above 
for direct benefits with relative costs for administration increasing as the 
program draws to a close. 

The Bureau of the Budget has advised that there is no objection to the 
submission of this report to the committee. The Bureau also advises that, sub- 
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in line 2, page 2, 
J 
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ject to the committee’s consideration of the question raised in the report con- 
cerning extension of the overall terminal date, enactment of legislation along 
lines of H. R. S87 would be in accord with the program of the President. 
Sincerely yours, 
H. V. HieLey, 


\dininistrator. 


OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE, 
LEGISLATIVE AND PUBLIC AFFAIRS, 
Washington 25, D. C., January 21, 1955, 
Hon. Orry E. TEAGUE, 
Chairman, Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
House of Representatives, 

DEAR Mr. CHAIRMAN: This will reply to the request for the views of the 
Department of Defense concerning H. R. S87, to provide that persons serving 
in the Armed Forces on January 31, 1955, nay continue to accrue educational 
benefits under the Veterans’ Readjustment Assistance Act of 1952, and for 
other purposes. . 

This proposal, if enacted, would amend the Veterans’ Readjustment Assistance 
Act of 1952 (66 Stat. 663) to permit members of the Armed Forces who begin, 
their service prior to February 1, 1955, to continue to accrue educational bene- 
tits under that act. This proposed legislation is intended to supplement the 
authority vested in the President by the Veterans’ Readjustment Assistance 
Act, to terminate the educational benefits granted thereunder, by permitting 
members now in military service to receive the full educational benefits which 
they had reason to anticipate at the time they entered the Armed Forces. In 
nddition, the termination date for using the educational benefits would be ad- 
vanced to January 31, 1967. 

The Department of Defense believes that H. R. 587 would provide a_ just 
and equitable method of continuing the educational benefits program for those 
members now in the service. Therefore, it is recommended that H. R. 587 be 
enacted. 

The Bureau of the Budget advises that there is no objection to the submission 
of this report to the Congress. However, the views of the Bureau of the Budget. 
on H. R. OST are stated in a letter transmitted directly to the committee. 

Sincerely yours, 
RicHARD A. BUDDEKE, 
Director, Legislative Programs. 


OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE, 
LEGISLATIVE AND PUBLIC AFFAIRS, 
Washington 25, D. C., January 17, 1955. 
Hon. OLIN TEAGUE, 
Chairman, Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
House of Representatives. 


DeaR Mr. CHAIRMAN: Reference is made to your letter of January 12, con- 
cerning your proposal to hold bearings on H. R. 587 which would continue the 
accrual of benefits under Public Law 550, 82d Congress, for those persons in 
the armed services on January 31, 1985. 

I wish to advise you that your communication is being referred to the 
Assistant Secretary of Defense (Manpower and Personnel), with the request 
that the questions raised by you be answered directly by that office and that the 
Office of the Assistant Secretary of Defense (Manpower and Personnel) contact 
the military departments in order to expedite replies to your letters of January 
> and 6. 

[ can also advise you that in accordance with your letter of January 11, a 
report on H. R. 5S7 is being prepared by the Department of Defense. 

Sincerely vours, 


WaAbE M. FLEISCHER, 
Colonel, USAF, 
Director, Office of Legislative Liaison. 
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DECEMBER 20, 1954. 


SELECTIVE SERVICE MEMORANDUM ON OPERATIONS BETWEEN 


JANUARY 1947—JUNE 19350 


In accordance with your telephone request made to Lieutenant Colone] 
McNamara, in my office, | am forwarding herewith the desired information on 
Selective Service operations between January 1947 and June 1950. 

The Selective Service Act of 1950, as amended (Public Law 783, 
expired Marci 31, 1941. The Armed Forces placed their last call for Manpower, 
under this act, for 39,000 men to be delivered in October 1946. 

On March 31, 1947, the President signed Public Law 26, 80th Cong 
established the Office of Selective Service Records. 
acted as custodian of all World War IL records 
upon Which any future Selective Service 
registered or delivered for induction under this act. 

In 1948 unsettled world conditions and laging voluntary enlistments led to 
Congress passing the Selective Service Act of 1948 (Public Law 759. SOUth Cong, ) 
Which was signed by the President on June 24, 1948. 

General tHershey was again named Director of Selective 
ot State headquarters, local boards, and appeal | 
and ready once again to register and clssify men, 
Registration for all] men between 18 and 
1948. Locai boards immediately beg 

The Department of Defense called Upon Selective Service 
men in November 1948: 15,000 men in December : 
aud 5,000 men in February 1949. 
Service delivered men to the 


76th Cong.) 


ress, Which 

This small peacetime agency 
and was set up as a nucleus 
System could be built. No men were 


Service and the system 
wards Was quickly rebuilt 


26 was held in August and September 
an classifying men for service, 
to deliver 10,000 
10,000 men in January 1949 
All of these men were for the Army. 
Army in November, December 
the Department of Defense canceled their. February 1949 call. 
continued to register and Classify men for service but 
the Department o1 Defense from January 1949 until 
hostilities in Korea. 

A call was placed upon Selective Service to deliver 
in September 1950. A call has been placed on Selective Service for men for each 
mouth between September 1950 and the present, During the period September 


1950 through December 1954, Selective Service has been called upon to deliver 
a total of 1,829,685 men. 


Selective 
and January but 
Selective Service 
no calls were placed by 
after the outbreak of 


50,000 men to the Ariny 


Of these men, $1,430 were inducted into the Marine 
Corps and the balance into the Army. 


iietoiig lita 
PkRESS RELEASE BY JAMES (C. 


HAGERTY, Press SECRETARY TO THE PRESIDENT, 
1 


JANUARY 1, 1955 


THE WHITE House OFFICE, 


Augusta, Ga. 

The President today issued a proclamation fixing January 31, 1955. 
terminal date soverning eligibility of personnel in the Armed Forces for 
veterans’ wartime benetits authorized in connection with 
the onset of the Korean conflict. The President also issue 
Which will terminate as of January 31, 1955, 
tary personnel in the Korean combat zone, 

The proclamation and the Executive order terminate 
time henefit rights by reason of military service after 
acquired eligibility for these benefits on th 
1955, will be able to use it subject 
laws. In several instances the proce] 
lishing February 1 
run. 

The hostilities in Korea, which began in June 1950, gave rise to the granting 
of these special veterans’ benefits. 
military service on or after June 27, 1950. 


as the 
Various 
inilitary service since 
“tan Executive order 
tax exemption of the pay of mili- 


accrual of further war- 
that date. Persons who 
e basis of service before February 1, 
to liberal time limitations specified in the 
amation will also have the effect of estab- 
, 1955 as the date from which such time limitations start to 


Entitlement for ost of them began for 
‘. 


The laws authorizing them provided 
that the eligibility period could be terminated either by concurrent resolution of 
the Congress or proclamation of the President. It has been about a year and 
a half since the Korean Armistice Agreement became effective. Accordingly, 
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consistent with the intent of the laws, the President's action has terminated the 
service period which conferred eligibility for the benefits. This action is in 
keeping with the long-established practice whereby the Congress has limited 
entitlement to wartime veterans’ benefits to periods of military service associated 
with hostilities. 

The action today does not terminate the state of national emergency pro- 
claimed by the President in 1950 in connection with the Korean conflict. It also 
does not impair the so-called peacetime veterans’ benefits. As stated, persons 
serving in the Armed Forces will continue to receive entitlement to substantial 
peacetime veterans’ benefits provided by the Veterans’ Administration, the De- 
partment of Defense, and other agencies. These include hospital and medical 
care, disability and death compensation, the $10,000 indemnity, insurance, dis- 
ability, or other retirement pay, and the 6-month death gratuity. 

The benefits affected by the proclamation include non-service-connected pen- 
sions, higher rates of compensation, and hospitalization based on “war veteran” 
status, and the readjustment benefits—education and training, vocational re- 
habilitation, loan guaranty, unemployment compensation, and mustering-out 
payments. Certain veterans’ benefits and preferences under the housing and 
farm loan assistance laws are also affected. 


MEDICAL, PENSIONS, ETC. 


Public Law 28, 82d Congress, approved May 11, 1951, is one of the most im- 
portant laws affected by the proclamation. It authorizes medical, hospital, and 
domiciliary care, and burial benefits for veterans who served in the Armed 
Forces on or after June 27, 1950, on the same basis as World War II veterans. 
It also entitles such veterans and their dependents to the non-service-connected 
pension and service-connected compensation benefits provided by law for World 
War Il cases. Closely related are the provisions of Public Law 463, 83d Congress, 
which provides that disabilities incurred by persons in connection with reporting 
for final acceptance into service are to be regarded as service-incurred for com- 
pensation purposes. 

The principal effect of the proclamation on benefits under Public Law 28 
would be to bar the accrual of rights to non-service-connected pensions and hos- 
pitalization on a “war” basis for new entrants into the Armed Forces after 
January 31, 1955. It would not affect rights of peacetime servicemen to receive 
VA hospitalization under certain conditions, nor their rights to receive dis- 
ability and death compensation for service-connected conditions at the 80 per- 
cent peacetime rates. Moreover, under provisions of present law, any service- 
men injured thereafter while engaged in any future hostilities, or under other 
extra hazard conditions will continue to be eligible for Veterans’ Administration 
compensation at the 100-percent wartime rates. 


KOREAN GI BILL 


Another important law affected by the proclamation is the Veterans’ Read- 
justment Assistance Act of 1952, otherwise known as the Korean GI bill, which 
provides various benefits for veterans with service since June 27, 1950. Eduea- 
tion and training allowances are granted generally ranging up to $160 monthly 
for not to exceed 36 months, at the rate of 1% times the length of active 
service since June 27, 1950. GI loans assistance for homes, farms, and busi- 
nesses is provided through the Veterans’ Administration loan guaranty and 
direct loan programs to veterans with active service on or after June 27, 1950. 
Such veterans may also receive unemployment compensation benefits of up to 
$26 per week for a maximum of 26 weeks at Federal expenses through the State 
unemployment compensation systems, together with job-finding assistance from 
the Veterans’ Employment Service of the Department of Labor in cooperation 
with the State employment services. They may likewise receive mustering-out 
payments of from $100 to $300, depending on their length and place of service. 

The proclamation will end accrual of entitlement for these Korean GI bill 
benefits on January 31, 1955. Veterans who have acquired eligibility for such 
benefits on the basis of service between June 27, 1950, and January 31, 1955, 
will be able to receive them subject to time limitations specified in the law. 
As indicated above, however, the proclamation will also set the ultimate terminal 
date for several of these benefits. For example, in accordance with law, edu- 
eation and training benefits will cease in 8 years after the January 31, 1955, 


date, and the loan guaranty benefits in 10 years. The proclamation also estab- 
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lishes an ultimate terminal date for mustering-out payments in the case of 
commissioned officers, which, pursuant to law, will be 3 years after January 
31, 1955. 

REHABILITATION 


Under Public Law 894, 81st Congress, vocational rehabilitation is extended 
to service-disabled veterans with active service on or after June 27, 1950. Basic 
subsistence allowances of up to $120 monthly to the veteran plus tuition and 
expenses to the training institution may be paid for up to 4 years under this 
program. Under the proclamation future entrants into the Armed Forces will 
not be eligible for these benefits, and those persons who are eligible by reason of 
service during the Korean conflict period will have to complete training normally 
within 9 years, and in some instances within 13 years, after January 31, 1955. 

Public Law 187, 82d Congress, authorizes payments of up to $1,600 toward the 
purchase of automobiles or other conveyances by veterans who have lost the 
use of a leg, an arm, or who are blind as the result of service on or after June 
27, 1950. The President’s action would make this program inapplicable to per- 
sons entering service after January 81, 1955. 


HOUSING 


OT 


Veterans with service on or after June 27, 1950, are entitled to special benefits 
under various Federal housing assistance programs previously available to 
World War II veterans. These include preferences in occupancy of low-rent 
housing under the United States Housing Act of 1937 and housing provided 
under the Lanham Act, and more liberal mortgage terms under the coperative 
housing mortgage provisions of the National Housing Act. Similarly, veterans 
who have active service on or after June 27, 1950, are entitled to preferences 
to financial assistance for farm housing under the Housing Act ef 1949 and also 
for loans under the Bankhead-Jones Farm Tenant Act for acquisition or im- 
provement of family-size farms. New entrants into the Armed Forces after 
January 31, 1955, will no longer be entitled to these special benefits under the 
proclamation. 

While the effect of today’s proclamation is to make various veterans’ benefits 
unavailable to persons entering the service after January of next year, persons 
who are already in the service, but who may not have served the minimum of 
90 days at that time, as required under certain laws, will be able to meet this 
requirement in part by service occurring after January. 

More detailed information on the effect of today’s action may be obtained 
from the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs in Washington, D. C., and by the 
other agencies concerned, on Monday. 


EXECUTIVE ORDER DESIGNATING THE DATE OF TERMINATION OF COMBATANT 
ACTIVITIES IN KOREA AND WATERS ADJACENT THERETO 


By virtue of the authority vested in me by section 112 (c) (3) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1954, January 31, 1955, as of midnight thereof, is hereby desig- 
nated as the date of termination of combatant activities in the zone comprised 
of the area described in Executive Order No. 10195 of December 20, 1950 (15 
F. R. 9177). 

DwiGcutTt D. EISENHOWER. 

Tue WuiteE Howse, January 1, 1955. 





Fixing TERMINAL DATE RESPECTING SERVICE IN THE ARMED Forces ENTITLING 
PERSONS TO CERTAIN VETERANS’ BENEFITS AND SERVICES, PREFERENCES, AND 
OTHER ASSISTANCE 


BY THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 


A PROCLAMATION 


Whereas, in accordance with past practice, the Congress has provided, in 
respect of the Korean conflict, that entitlement to various veterans benefits and 
services, preferences, and other assistance be limited to persons serving in the 
armed forces between dates fixed by or pursuant to law; 
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Whereas the President is empowered to determine the terminal dates of serv- 
ice conferring such entitlement: and 

Whereas the armistice between the United Nations Command, on the one hand, 
and the Korean People’s Army and the Chinese People’s Volunteers, on the other 
hand, effective July 27, 1953, has terminated hostilities in the said conflict : 

Now, therefore, I, Dwight D. Eisenhower, President of the United States of 
America, acting under and by virtue of the authority vested in me as President, 
do proclaim as follows: 

(1) February 1, 1955, is hereby determined, under the provisions of the Act of 
May 11, 1951, ch. 49, 65 Stat. 40, Public Law 28, 82nd Congress, 38 U. S. C. 745, 
as the date prior to which persons serving in the active service in the armed 
forces of the United States on or after June 27, 1950, must have so served in 
order that, pursuant to the said Act, such persons shall be entitled to benefits of 
medical, hospital, and domiciliary care, burial benefits, and they and their depend- 
ents shall be entitled to compensation or pension provided by law for persons 
who served during the period of World War IT. 

(2) February 1, 1955, is hereby determined, under the provisions of paragraph 
V. part IT, Veterans Regulation No. 1 (a) as amended by the Act of June 30, 
1954, ch. 487, 68 Stat. 360, Public Law 463, S8d Congress, 38 U. S. C. ch. 124A, 
relating to compensation for disability or death, as the date prior to which 
persons who, on or after June 27, 1950. engaged in certain activities incident to 
acceptance, induction, or entry into the active military or naval service must have 
suffered an injury or disease in order to be entitled to the benefits provided by 
such paragraph V. 

(2) (a) February 1, 1955, is hereby determined, under the provisions of the 
first sentence of section 500 (a) of the Servicemen’s Readjustment Act of 1944, 
eh. 268, 58 Stat. 291, as amended, 38 U. S. C. 694 (a). relating to guaranteed, 
insured, and direct loans, as the date prior to which persons serving in the active 
military or naval service of the United States on or after June 27, 1950, must 
have so served in order that such persons shall be eligible for the benefits of 
Title IIT of the said Act, as amended. 

(b) February 1, 1955, is hereby determined, under the provisions of the fourth 
sentence of section 500 (a) and section 507 of the Servicemen’s Readjustment Act 
of 1944, as amended, 38 U. 8S. C. 694 (a), 694h, as the date on which the ten 
years referred to in those provisions shall commence. 

(4) February 1, 1955, is hereby determined, under the provisions of section 607 
of the said Servicemen’s Readjustment Act of 1944, as amended, 38 U.S. C. 
695f, relating to job counseling and employment placement service, as the 
date prior to which persons must have served in the active service of the 
armed forces in order that such persons come within the meaning of the term 
“veteran,” contained in the said section, by reason of service on or after June 
27, 1950. 

(5) February 1, 1955, is hereby determined, under the provisions of section 
407 of the Veterans’ Readjustment Assistance Act of 1952, ch. 875, 66 Stat. 
G87, Public Law 550, 82d Congress, 38 U. S. C. 997, relating to unemployment 
compensation, as the date prior to which persons must have served in the active 
service in the armed forces (on or after June 27, 1950) in order to come within 
the meaning of the term “veteran” pursuant to said action. 

(6) (a) Frebuary 1, 1955, is hereby determined, under the provisions of 
section 501 (a) of the said Veterans’ Readjustment Assistance Act of 1952, 
38 U.S. ¢. 1011 (a), as the date prior to which members of the armed forces 
engaged in active service on or after June 27, 1950, must have so served in 
order to be eligible for mustering-out payments under Title V of the said Act. 

(b) February 1, 1955, is hereby determined, under the provisions of section 
™1 (b) (7) of the said Veterans’ Readjustment Assistance Act of 1952, 3! 
U. S. ©. 1011 (b) (7), as the date on which the three vears therein referred to 
shall commence. 

(7) January 31, 1955, is hereby determined, under the provisions of section 
201 of the said Veterans’ Readjustment Assistance Act of 1952, 38 U. S. C. 911, 
relating to eligibility for education and training under Title IT of the said 
Act, as the date ending the basic service period referred to in paragraph (1) 
of the said section. 

(8) February 1, 1955, is hereby determined, under the provisions of the Act 
of December 28, 1950. ch. 1176, 64 Stat. 1121, Public Law 894, Sist Congress, 
as amended, 38 U. S. C. 701la, as the date prior to which persons serving in the 
active military, naval, or air service of the United States on or after June 27, 
1950, must have so served in order that, pursuant to the said Act, such persons 
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shall be afforded basic entitlement to vocational rehabilitation as therein pro 
vided. 

(9) February 1, 1955, is hereby determined, under the provisions of the first 
section of the Act entitled “An Act to authorize payments by the Administrator 
of Veterans’ Affairs on the purchase of automobiles or other conveyances by 
certain disabled veterans, and for other purposes,” ch. 532, 65 Stat. 574, Public 
Law 187, 82d Congress, 38 U. 8. C. 252a, as the date prior to which veterans of 
service on or after June 27, 1950, must have served in order that the Admin- 
istrator of Veterans’ Affairs may, puruant to the said Act, provide or assist in 
providing such persons automobiles or other conveyances in accordance with 
said Act. 

(10) February 1, 1955, is hereby determined, under the provisions of section 
503 of the Act of October 14, 1940, ch. 862, 54 Stat. 1125, as amended, 42 U. 8. C. 
1578, relating to housing for distressed families of servicemen and veterans, 
as the date prior to which persons must have served in the military or naval 
forces of the United States in order that such persons come within the meaning 
of the term ‘veterans’ contained in the said section. 

(11) February 1, 1955, is hereby determined, under the provisions of section 
2 (14) of the United States Housing Act of 1937, ch. 896, 50 Stat. S88, as amended, 
42 U. S. C. 1402 (14), relating to low-rent housing, as the date prior to which 
persons must have served in the active military or naval service of the United 
States in order that such persons come within the meaning of the terms ‘“‘vet- 
eran” and “serviceman” contained in the said section by reason of service on 
or after June 27, 1950. 

(12) January 31, 1955, is hereby determined, under the provisions of section 
507 of the Housing Act of 1949, ch. 338, 63 Stat. 486, as amended, 42 U.S. C. 
1477, relating to preferences for veterans and families of deceased servicemen 
in respect of farm housing, as the date ending the period during which persons 
must have served in the military forces of the United States in order that such 
persons come within the meaning of the terms “veteran” and “deceased service- 
men,” contained in the said section, by reason of service during the period 
beginning June 27, 1950. 

(13) January 31, 1955, is hereby determined, under the provisions of section 
1 (b) (2) of the Bankhead-Jones Farm Tenant Act, as amended, 67 Stat. 132, 
7 U. S. C. 1001 (b) (2), as the date ending the period during whith persons 
must have served in the military forces of the United States in order to come 
within the definition of veteran, contained in the said section, by reason of sery- 
ice on or after June 27, 1950. 

(14) February 1, 1955, is hereby determined, under the provisions of sec- 
tion 213 of the National Housing Act, ch. 847, 48 Stat. 1246, as amended, 12 
U.S. C. 1715e (b), relating to cooperative housing insurance, as the date prior 
to which persons must have served in the active military or naval service of 
the United States in order that such persons come within the meaning of the 
term “veteran,” contained in the said section, by reason of service on or after 
June 27, 1950. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused the seal of the 
United States to be affixed. 

Done at the city of Washington this first day of January, in the year of our 
Lord nineteen hundred and fifty-five, and of the Independence of the United 
States of America the one hundred and seventy-ninth. 


[SEAL] Dwicut D. EISENHOWER. 
By the President: 
JOHN Foster DULLEs, 
Secretary of State. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS IN MR. HAGERTY’S PRESS CONFERENCE 


QUESTION. Do you happen to know what the President's position is with 
respect to pending legislation that would authorize veterans who are in service 
by the end of this month to continue to accrue education benefits? It would, 
in effect, set aside part of his Executive order— 

Mr. HaGerry. Has that legislation come in? 

(JUESTIONER. Yes, it has been introduced in both- 

Mr. Hacerty. Yes, I do know we would be very much in favor of it. TI think 
under the Executive order we issued in Augusta terminating the Korean bene- 
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fits there also was put in that order a clause dealing with the educational side 
of it in which the benefits would stop even for men in service as of February 1. 

Question. Stop accruing? 

Mr. Hacarry. We had no other recourse. * * * We could not change it since 
it was law and it needs legislative changes so we would be very much in favor 
of extending that for the men now in service. The President believes that it 
would be unfair to take that away from men already in service, men that were 
in service anywhere from * * * those in for a year and a half who are counting 
on getting out for their educational benefits. But we could not include that in 
the Executive order because approval of Congress and legislation was neces- 
sary to extend it. And we are in favor of such legislation. 

Question. How does that operate now, so many months of educational benefits 
for every year they are in service? 

Question. It is on a day and a half basis? 

Mr. Hacerty. That’s right—day and a half. 

Question. For every day they are in? 

ReporRTER. Day and a half educational rights. 

REpoRTER. Up to a certain 36 months. 

Mr. HaGerty. There are some limits—I forget what it was but we could not 
in our Executive order because it needed an act of Congress and since the legisla- 
tion has been introduced we are very much in favor of its passage. 

Question. But a man entering in service after February 1 will not get these 
benefits ? 

Mr. Hacerty. That is correct as I understand it. This applies to the men 
already in. 

Question. Whose termination will overlap? 

Mr. Hagerty. Whose termination will overlap and who are counting on those 
benefits. 

Mr. Hocxs (Chief of Records). There is another point in there, Jim. They 
have to have 90 days’ service before they are eligible under present law. 

Mr. Hacerry. Yes, if a fellow is in now, even some of those Korean boys who 
have reenlisted and are still in and have been counting on schooling when they 
got out, we believe we owe them that as an obligation—that the Government 
owes them. 

Question. This legislation was not necessary to end it? 

Mr. Hacerty. No, but we could not extend in an Executive order—we did not 
have the power under the law which is needed for this legislation and we are 
very much in favor of this legislation. 

Question. Was this to expire? 

Mr. Hacerty. In the Executive order all we could do under the particular law 
was to say as of February 1 or January 31 all of this would expire. That is all 
we can say and we said in our release at the time that the approval would have 
to stop. The approvals for education purposes would have to stop as of January 
31 because that is as far as we could go under the law. Now if Congress passes 
a law saying that these fellows now in can still get their benefits we are in 
favor of that—for education. 

Question. There are 2 separate educational programs—1 for disabled—but 
this extension would apply to both? 

Mr. Hagerty. That’s right. 





AMERICAN VOCATIONAL ASSOCIATION, INC., 
Washington, D. C., January 3, 1955. 
Congressman OLIN E. TEAGUE, 
House Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 


My Dear CONGRESSMAN TEAGUE: This letter is to let you know that the mem- 
bers of the American Vocational Association are strong in their belief that 
educational benefits should be continued for veterans drafted in the armed 
services after February 1, the effective date of the President’s recent proclama- 
tion announcing the end of hostilities in the Korean war. 

It is the belief of the group which I represent that so long as the Federal 
Government drafts young men for military service, which interfers with their 
educational opportunity, the Government should provide educational benefits 
to this group on at least a day-for-day basis; that is, a day of educational 
benefits for each day of military service. 
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We hope that you will sponsor a measure that will provide such educational 
benefits. The American Vocational Association will give it full support. 
Sincerely yours, 

M. D. Mosiey, Erecutive Secretary. 


AMERICAN VOCATIONAL ASSOCIATION, INC., 
Washington, D. C., January 12, 1955. 
Hon. Ovtn E. TEAGUE, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Mr. Teacue: This is to let you know that the American Vocational 
Association members are exceedingly anxious to see a measure approved by the 
National Congress that will permit members of the Armed Forces in the service 
on January 31, 1955, to continue to accrue entitlement to education and train- 
ing, notwithstanding the termination of the emergency on Jauary 31, 1955, 

It is the belief of the members of our association that this would only be fair 
to those who are in the Armed Forces at the present time. We do not think 
it would be fair to change any of the rules during the game. 

You can count on our association to give such a measure full support. 

With best wishes, I am 

Sincerely yours, 
M. D. Mostey, Erecutive Secretary. 





ASSOCIATION OF AMERICAN COLLEGES, 
Washington, D. C., January 20, 1955. 
Hon. OLIN E. TEAGUE, 
Member of Congress, House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN TEAGUE: At a meeting of the Association of American 
Colleges held in Washington, January 11-13, 1955, the following resolution was 
passed on Thursday, January 13: 

Be it resolved that the association recommends to the Congress of the United 
States, That those members of the armed services who are in service on January 
31, 1955, be granted those veterans’ benefits to which they would have been 
entitled if the declared emergency had not been terminated as of January 31, 1955. 

I am sorry that business in connection with cleaning up convention matters 
prevented my sending this along sooner. 

With kindest regards, I am, 

Sincerely, 
THEODORE A, DISTLER. 





AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF JUNIOR COLLEGES, 
Washington, D. C., January 4, 1955. 
Hon. Orn E. TEAGUE, 
Member of Congress, House of Representatives, 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, Washington, D. C. 


DeAR Mr. Teacue: Thank you for your letter of the 3d and the copy of the 
bill you propose to introduce tomorrow. I have read it with interest and 
full approval. 

It seems to us that what you provide for in your bill is in line with simple 
justice to the men who enlisted or who were selected for the armed services. 
The date for special wartime benefits can very well end on January 31, 1955, 
for those who are inducted or who enlist after that time but not for those who 
entered the services before that time. The Federal Government should keep 
faith with the men who are now in the armed services and with those who 
will enter up to and including January 31. 

May we wish you well in this legislation and you may count on the full 
support of the American Association of Junior Colleges as you may request such 
support. 

Yours sincerely, 
JESSE P. BoGugE, 
Ezecutive Secretary. 
57710—55 4 
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AMERICAN COUNCIL ON EDUCATION, 
OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT, 
Washington, D. C., January 5, 1955. 
Hon. Olin E. TEAGvE, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, D.C. 


DEAR CONGRESSMAN TEAGUE: Thank you very much for sending me with your 
letter of January 3 a copy of your bill providing for the continuance of accrual 
of eligibility for educational benefits to members of the Armed Forces in uni- 
form. sy coincidence, a subcommittee of the committee on relationships of 
higher education to the Federal Government was meeting vesterday and we 
were able to have a preliminary discussion of the proposal. We are also issuing 
a bulletin this week which will inform all the council membership of the content 
and purpose of the proposed legislation. 

A formal recommendation will be requested from the committee on relation- 
ships at its next meeting on January 20. If hearings are scheduled before that 
date, we shall be glad to provide testimony on the basis of the reports from the 
field then available. In my judgment, your bill bas much to commend it, especi- 
ally since the move to terminate Public Law 550 benefits was so abrupt that no 
real opportunity has been given to consider plans to sustain the output of 
vitally needed trained people from our colleges and universities. 

Sincerely yours, 
ARTHUR S. ADAMS. 


AMERICAN COUNCIL ON EDUCATION, 
Washington, D. C., January 24, 1955. 
Congressman Orn E. TEAGUE, 
House Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN TEAGUE: President Arthur S. Adams, of the council, who 

is out of the city, has requested me to telephone this morning to inform you that 

the council’s Committee on relationships of higher education to the Federal 
Government at its meeting on January 20-unanimously endorsed H. R. 587 which 
would permit persons serving in the Armed Forces on January 31, 1955, to 
continue to accrue educational benefits under the Veterans Readjustment Assist- 
ance Act of 1952. The resolution of the committee, besides approving the bill, 
contained instructions that you be informed of the action and of the willingness 
of the cominittee to offer oral testimony if desired. 

Two important reasons for supporting this bill were advanced during the 
committee’s discussion : 

(1) Many thousand of persons now serving in the Armed Forces entered the 
service on the definite understanding that they would be eligible for educational 
benefits based on the entire period of such service. The committee believes that 
abrupt repudiation of this implied agreement would be unwise. 

(2) There is general agreement that national security depends to a consider- 
able extent upon the training and education of the highest possible proportion 
of our oualified youth. Continued accrual of educational benefits as provided 
under H. R. 587 would give interested agencies, both inside and outside the 
Federal Government, an opportunity to consider what assistance is needed and 
can be made available in the future to meet this problem in the absence of the 
type of financial support given to substantial numbers of students under Public 
Law 550 and similar legislation. 

The council is prepared to offer oral testimony, if desired, in support of the 
position taken by the committee on relationships of higher education to the 
Federal Government. 

Sincerely yours, 
RAYMOND F. Howes, 
Staff Associate. 


VETERANS OF FOREIGN WARS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Kansas City, Mo., January 6, 1955. 
Hon. OLIN TEAGUE, 
Chairman, House Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
House Office Building, Washington, D. C. 


Dear Mr. Teague: Thank you for your letter of January 3, enclosing a copy 


of your proposed bill to continue benefits under the Veterans’ Readjustment 
Assistance Act of 1952. 
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The Veterans of Foreign Wars is in full accord with your proposal and will 
be pleased to testify in support of it when hearings are held. 
Respectfully yours, 

OMAR B. KeEtcuuM, Director. 


THE AMERICAN LEGION, 
NATIONAL LEGISLATIVE COMMISSION, 
Washington, D. C., January 5, 1956. 
Hon. OLIN E. TEAGUE, 
Chairman, House Veterans’ Affairs Committee, 
House Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN TEAGUE: Thank you for your letter of January 3, 1955, 
with which you sent me proposed bill that you intend to introduce today pro- 
viding that members of the Armed Forces in service on January 31, 1955, shall 
be entitled to continue to accrue entitlement to education, ete. 

Our representatives will be glad to appear when your committee has scheduled 
the bill for hearing. We would appreciate your committee giving us reasonable 
notice of the hearing in due course. 

Kindest regards. 

Sincerely yours, 
Mites D. KENNEDY, Director. 


AMVETS, NATIONAL HEADQUARTERS, 
OFFICE OF THE LEGISLATIVE DIRECTOR, 
Washington, D. C., January 10, 1955. 
Hon. OLIN E. TEAGUE, 
House of Representatives, Washington 25, D. C. 

DEAR Mr. TEAGUE: This will acknowledge receipt of your letter of January 
3, 155, with a copy of the bill which has since been designated H. R. 587 enclosed. 

Bnactient of this measure into law would correct an injustice to certain 
servicemen created by the recent Presidential proclamation terminating war- 
time benelits. Although AMVETS favor the principle of terminating wartime 
benefits, we believe that Commitments or promises already made in recruiting 
Armed Forces personnel should be honored. 

We, therefore, support H. R. 587 and respectfully urge prompt and favorable 
action thereon by the Veterans’ Affairs Committee. Thank you for bringing 
this matter to our attention. 

Sincerely yours, 
JOHN R. HOLpen, 
Vational Legislative Director. 


NATIONAL AVIATION TRADES ASSOCIATION, 
Washington, D. C., January 24, 1955. 
Hon, OLIN TEAGUE, 
Chairman, Veterans’ Affairs Committee, 
House of Representatives, Washington 25, D. C. 

Dear Mr. TEAGUE: National Aviation Trades Association, representing flying 
and ground schools nationally, urges favorable consideration by your committee 
of H. R. 5S7, “to provide that persons serving in the Armed Forces on January 
31, 1955, may continue to accrue educational benefits, etc.” 

We believe that many men have entered the service, particularly this past 
year, on the strength that educational benefits would be granted. It would seem 
only fair and reasonable to enable all persons, therefore, up to the date proposed, 
to continue to accrue training entitlement. 

We would appreciate your placing our position in the record. 

Respectfully yours, 


('HARLES A. PARKER, Precutive Director. 
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AMERICAN VETERANS’ COMMITTEE, INC., 
Washington 6, D. C., January 24, 1955. 
Hon. OLIN TEAGUE, 
Chairman, House Veterans’ Affairs Committee, 
House Office Building, Washington 25, D. C. 

DEAR Mr. TEAGUE: The American Veterans’ Committee (AVC) endorses H. R. 
5&7. 

AVC supports this bill as a measure of simple justice to those who joined the 
Armed Forces in the clear expectation that their service would entitle them ta 
the full educational benefits of the Korean Readjustment Act. 

The United States Government has a moral obligation to live up to this under- 
standing of its citizen-soldiers. This bill would fulfill that obligation. 

We urge prompt committee and congressional approval of H. R. 587. 

We should appreciate your making this letter a matter of record in your 
committee hearings on this legislation. 

Sincerely yours, 
Ropert L. KRECHEVSKY, 
Chairman, Commission on Veterans’ and Armed Forces’ Affairs. 


VETERANS’ ADMINISTRATION PEACETIME BENEFITS 


Persons entering the Armed Forces for the first time on and after today (Feb- 
ruary 1, 1955) will be peacetime veterans when they leave service and, as such, 
will be entitled only to peacetime benefits, Veterans’ Administration said today. 

Peacetime veterans, under present laws, will not be eligible for any of the 
benefits provided by the Korean GI bill, nor for any wartime service benefits 
payable to veterans of the Korean conflict period. 

Peacetime veterans may be entitled, under certain conditions, to medical and 
domiciliary care, disability compensation, aid for the blinded, “wheel chair” 
homes, servicemen’s indemnity, guaranty of commercial life-insurance premiums, 
burial expenses, burial flag, guardianship service and appeals. Their dependents 
may be entitled to death compensation where the veterans die of service-connected 
causes, 

The benefits and conditions are: 

Medical and dental care.—A peacetime veterans may be entitled to hospitaliza- 
tion, outpatient medical and dental treatment and prosthetic service, provided 
he was discharged under other than dishonorable conditions for a disability 
incurred in line of duty or is receiving compensation for a service-connected 
disability. 

Domiciliary care.—A peacetime veteran may be entitled to domiciliary care if 
he meets the above eligibility requirements and is incapacitated from earning a 
living and has no adequate means of support. 

Disability compensation.—A veteran disabled by injury or disease incurred in, 
or aggravated by, peacetime service may qualify for disability compensation. 
Discharge must have been under other than dishonorable conditions. 

Monthly rates range from $14 to $145, depending on the degree of disability, 
plus statutory awards for amputations, blindness, etc., up to a maximum of $336. 

Where the disability resulted from extra-hazardous service, such as simulated 
warfare, the veteran may be entitled to wartime rates. These are $17 to $181, 
plus statutory awards, up to a maximum of $420. 

Veterans rated 50 percent or more disabled may be entitled to additional 
compensation for a wife, children, or dependent parents. 

Aid for the blinded.—VA may provide special aid to veterans who are blinded 
and are entitled to compensation for service-connected disabilities. The blind- 
ness itself need not be service-connected. 

Aids include approved electronic and methanical equipment, as well as seeing- 
eye or guide dogs. VA also pays the expense of training the veteran to use the 
dog and for the dog’s medical attention. 

Wheelchair homes.—Seriously disabled veterans who cannot get about without 
the aid of wheelchairs, braces, crutches, canes, or the like, may be entitled to a 
grant from VA for a wheelchair home, especially adapted to their needs. 

These veterans must be entitled to compensation for permanent and total 
service-connected disability for the loss, or loss of use, of both legs due to certain 
specified conditions. 

Eligible veterans will receive a Federal grant of not more than 50 percent of 
the cost of their homes up to a maximum of $10,000. This grant may be used 











ACCRUAL OF EDUCATION TIME UNDER PUBLIC LAW 550 25 


to pay part of the cost of building, or buying such homes, or to remodel existing 
dwellings for their requirements. 

The grant also may be used to pay off the indebtedness on such homes already 
acquired by eligible veterans. 

Servicemen’s indemnity.—Persons entering active service on or after today 
are automatically covered against death in active service for $10,000—less any 
other Government life insurance in force at time of death. 

For those called to active duty 31 days or more, this free indemnity protection 
continues for 120 days after separation or release from active service. 

After their separation from service, these veterans may obtain two types of 
postservice Government life insurance under certain conditions. 

The first type is a 5-year level premium term policy that is renewable every 
5 years at the premium rate for the then-attained age without medical examina- 
tion. This type of term policy is not convertible to any other form of Govern- 
ment life insurance, nor does it pay dividends. 

Veterans who may apply for this insurance are those who were ordered into 
active duty for 31 days or more and who were entitled to indemnity protection 
while they were in service. They must have been released from such active 
service. 

These veterans may apply to VA for the insurance within exactly 120 days 
(not always 4 months) of their separation or release. While they do not need 
a physical examination, they must pay the required premiums. They may take 
out up to $10,000 of this term insurance, less any other Government life insur- 
ance in force at the time of application. 

The second type of insurance is available to eligible disabled veterans. This 
coverage is a special form of national service life insurance (NSLI) on either 
term or permanent plan policies. 

Veterans eligible for this special insurance are those released or separated 
from active service on or after April 25, 1951, under other than dishonorable 
conditions and who are found by VA to be suffering from a service-connected 
disability or disabilities for which VA compensation would be payable if the 
disability is 10 percent or more in degree. They must not be suffering from non- 
service-connected disabilities that make them uninsurable. 

These veterans must apply to VA for the special NSLI within 1 year from the 
date that VA finds their disability or disabilities to be service-connected. Each 
application must be accompanied by the required physical examination and the 
necessary premium. 

This special NSLI is issuable to eligible disabled veterans on either term or 
permanent plans in amounts ranging up to $10,000, less any other Government 
life insurance in force at the time of application. 

If such veterans are totally disabled, they may apply for any of the special 
plans except those issued under endowment contracts. They also may apply 
for waiver of premiums at the time they file applications for the insurance, but 
they should tender the full premiums with their applications and continue to pay 
such premiums on time until they are notified by VA that their waiver has been 
granted. Premiums paid during waiver will be refunded. 

Guaranty of premiums on commercial life-insurance policies.—Persons enter- 
ing or in the Armed Forces, who have commercial life insurance, may apply to 
VA for the guaranty of premiums, indebtedness or interest up to $10,000 of 
insurance per person. The VA guaranty covers the period of service and for 
2 years thereafter. 

Any amount paid by VA to an insurance company for a protected policy 
becomes a debt due the United States by the policyholder and must be repaid. 

Burial expenses.—Funeral and burial expenses, up to $150, may be paid by 
VA in the death of certain peacetime veterans. The veterans must have been 
receiving compensation at the time of death or must have been discharged 
or retired from service for disability incurred in line of duty. 

Payment is made only to the undertaker or to the person who paid the expense 
involved. Claims must be filed with VA within 2 years from the date of 
permanent burial or cremation. 

Burial flag—An American flag to drape the casket, which may be retained as 
a memorial by the next of kin, may be supplied in the death of peacetime veterans 
who have been discharged under conditions other than dishonorable after serv- 
ing a full enlistment, or for disability incurred in line of duty. Such flags may 
be issued, upon application, by VA field offices, most first-, second-, and third- 
class post offices, and those fourth-class post offices located in county seats. 
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Death compensation.—The widow, children, and dependent parents of de- 
ceased peacetime veterans may qualify for compensation where the veterans’ 
death was due to service. 

A widow loses her entitlement upon remarriage. Unmarried children nor- 
mally lose their entitlement upon reaching age 18, but if they are attending a 
school approved by VA, they may continue to receive death compensation while 
attending this school, but not after 21 or married. 

Monthly amounts vary according to the number and relatiouship of the de- 
pendents. Examples are: Widow, no children, $69.60; 1 child alone, no widow, 
$53.60; 1 parent, $60. Corresponding rates where death was due to extra- 
hagardous service are $87, $67, and $75. 

Guardianship service.—Incompetent peacetime veterans, their minor depend- 
ents, and incompetent beneficiaries are entitled to protection of their estates 
derived from benefits paid by VA under acts of Congress. 

Such protection is provided by the chief attorneys of VA regional offices in 
accordance with State and Federal laws and VA regulations. 

The chief attorneys maintain supervision over guardians appointed by State 
(probate and county) courts, as well as legal custodians recognized by VA in 
their respective jurisdictions. 

ippeals.—The Board of Veterans’ Appeals is available for rendering final 
decisions in all cases appealed to the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs, wherein 
a Claimant has been denied benefits to which he claims entitlement. ‘The Board 
has no original jurisdiction ; its work is similar to that of a court of appeals. 

The Cuarrman. Today has been set aside for Members of Congress 
who wish to appear before the committee and the committee will 
attempt to hear them on a seniority basis. 


I believe the senior person pr esent is Mr. Serivner. of Kansas. 


STATEMENT OF HON. ERRETT P. SCRIVNER, A REPRESENTATIVE 
IN CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF KANSAS 


Mr. Scrivner. Mr. Chairman, the remark you have just made makes 
me realize when you say we are to be heard on a seniority basis that 
time is passing. I can look about this room and recall many enjoy- 
able occasions and particularly the time when this committee, at the 
time when I was a member, over 10 years ago, wrote the original so- 

called GI bill of rights, which was the Veterans Readjustment Act. 
Few of the then members remain. 

Mr. Chairman, there should not be any opposition whatsoever to 
H. R. 587. We can look back and, in looking back, we can see things 
that we could not see as we look forward; namely, that had we had 
the language in the Korean Readjustment Act, the so-called Korean 
GI bill, been worded a little differently, this legislation would not now 
be necessary. But since the language did not make the necessar y pro- 
visions, and since the language of the Korean GI bill of rights and 
not the President’s order did provide that the accumulation of credits 
would cease at the end of the Korean emergency, the emergency which 
we all knew had to end sometime, this bill is necessary in order to 
do justice to those men who have been in the service for a long time, 
men who went in, many of them, with the very idea that this “would 
vive them an opportunity, which they could not otherwise have, 
namely, of getting an education, after they had completed their mili- 
tary service. 

With the passage of this bill, it will be possible for these men who 
are now in the service, and were in service prior to January 31, to 
continue to accumulate credits. That is merely doing justice to those 
men. Iam quite sure, from what I have heard from Members of Con- 
eress, from my own mail, and from information I have received from 
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many sources, that this bill will be gladly welcomed, not only by Mem- 
bers of Congress, not only by men in service, but also by President 
Eisenhower, who undoubtedly would have, could he have done so, 
would have continued the accumulation of educational credits. 

The CHatrman. Thank you, Mr. Scrivner. 

Mr. Scrivner. Thank you, Mr. Chairman; it was a pleasure to have 
this opportunity to appear before you~ committee in support of this 
measure. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair would like to say that any Member who 
wishes to revise his remarks may be permitted to do so. 


STATEMENT OF HON. JAMES W. TRIMBLE, A REPRESENTATIVE IN 
CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF ARKANSAS 


Mr. Trimpie. Mr. Chairman, and members of the committee, I 
didn’t know whether the chairman meant seniority in point of service 
in years. If it is in years, 1 belong away bac k, one of the junior 
members. 

May I say to the chairman and members of this committee, that 
1 wholeheartedly concur in the provisions of the bill being considered 
here and in what my distinguished colleague, Mr. Scrivner, of Kansas, 
has said. This will fulfill in effect our obligation on a contract that 
we had with the men who came into the service, and I am wholeheart- 
edly in favor of its passage. 

The Cuairnman. Thank you, Mr. Trimble. 

Mr. Trimsie. Thank you. 


STATEMENT OF HON. JOE L. EVINS, A REPRESENTATIVE IN 
CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF TENNESSEE 


The CHairman. We have another gentleman present who was a 
former member of this committee and one whom we certainly hated 
to lose, the gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. Joe L. Evins. 

Mr. Evins. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and members of the com- 
mittee on which I served for some eight years—a service which was 
a pleasant duty. 

While I regret leaving this committee, I do not feel that my services 
to veterans, by any means will be diminished. As a member of the 
Appropriations Committee, 1 expect to work with you and continue 
our joint service to the veterans of this Nation. 

I enjoyed immensely my service on this committee, with Congress- 
man Teague, who I am glad to now see as the chairman, and with Mrs. 
Rogers, the former chairman, who was always gracious. We all 
worked together and it was a fine experience. 

I endorse the principle of this bill. I think it is meritorious; it is 
justified and it is needed. 

The President’s proclamation, it seems to me, is untimely. It 
limits veterans’ benefits at a time when a cold ‘war exists which may 
break out into a hot war. Developments daily give us cause for 
apprehension in this respect. Furthermore, in view of the fact that 
recruiting officers have gone to many of the schools and induced men 
to volunteer for the service on the assumption they would receive full 
benefits under the Korean GI bill, which this committee wrote, it 
seems to me that this proclamation is also unfair. 
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The act should be amended; and the law should be extended to con- 
tinue these benefits. I urge adoption of this bill and I think it will 
be well received by Members of Congress and should be speedily 
enacted into law. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you, Mr. Evins. 

Mr. Evins. Thank you. 


STATEMENT OF HON. THOMAS J. LANE, A REPRESENTATIVE IN 
CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF MASSACHUSETTS 


The Cuatrman. The gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. Lane. 

Mr. Lane. Mr. (¢ ‘hairman, for the record, my name is Thomas J. 
Lane, Massachusetts. 

Just following up what my colleagues have well stated to the com- 
mittee, I just w ‘ant to say, Mr. C hairman, and members of the Com- 
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs, the various recruiting officers have asked 
me the question, what shall T tell the men who want to sign up before 
January 31, 1955, the date when the Korean emergency period ends 
by Presidential proclamation? Will they be eligible for educational 
benefits ? 

The status of many in service, and the future status of others who 
would like to enlist before the end of this month presents a confusing 
picture, as you well know, Mr. Chairman. 

To clarify this you have filed this bill which, of course, merits the 
favorable consideration of all of us in Congress, and I am pleased to 
have this opportunity, Mr. Chairman, to support this bill, H. R. 587. 
In all fairness to our men in uniform, I cannot conceive how anyone 
could oppose it. Furthermore, I doubt if there will be any opposition, 
as has already been stated by previous Congressmen here to this equi- 
table legislation. 

It would be an obvious breech of faith to suddenly terminate accrual 
of educational benefits for men already in service, who had no fore- 
knowledge of the President’s proclamation. 

Furthermore, to the men entering service on or before January 31, 
it would appear to be a sudden dissolution of a contract already 
signed. 

After considerable thought, the best way out of this situation, Mr. 
Chairman, is for a gradual termination of these benefits for those in 
service by that date, instead of canceling their rights abruptly. 

In any case, ending benefits for those entering the Armed Forces 
after January 31 constitutes fair and sufficient notice. 

The terms of the bill, providing that those who are “in” this side 
of February 1 shall have the opportunity to earn educational benefits 
until their discharge, or until the maximum of 36 months’ entitlement 
has been accrued, offer the most reasonable solution under the circum- 
stances. 

The Congress of the United States has a deep sense of responsibility 
concerning the welfare, the morale, and the civilian future of our 
servicemen and servicewomen. 

We will not default on any just requirement. 

In the near future, we will approve of a pay raise to provide 
incentives for key personnel to make a career of the military service. 


To do this, considering that two-thirds of the budget is devoted to 
defense and military aid, we must cut back on programs that were 
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designed to cushion the adjustment of military personnel from war- 
time or emergency service, to the peacetime futures that were inter- 
rupted by national necessity. 

In the light of these, and other factors, H. R. 587 provides the best 
formula, I think, for tapering off a program, consistent with the 
President’s proclamation. 

We trust that this will meet the approval of all our men and women 
in uniform. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you, Mr. Lane. 

Mr. Lane. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 


STATEMENT OF HON. LAURENCE CURTIS, A REPRESENTATIVE IN 
CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF MASSACHUSETTS 


The Cuatrman. The gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. Curtis. 

Mr. Curtis. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I urge 
that this legislation be given prompt and favorable attention. Presi- 
dent Eisenhower has given his support to this legislation. His press 
secretary stated on January 13, “We would be very much in favor of it. 
The President believes that it would be unfair to take those rights 
(the rights to accrue benefits for education) away from men already 
in service. We could not include that in the Executive order (termi- 
nating the war emergency) because it required approval of Congress 
and legislation was necessary. We are in favor of such legislation.” 

So, Mr. Chairman, I know that not only you and your committee, 
but many other influential people are in favor of your bill, and I 
congratulate you on bringing it forward so early in the session. 

I have received a number of letters from parents of young men 
now in service asking that justice be done in the case of those who had 
voluntarily joined the armed services on the understanding that GI 
educational benefits would continue. It is only fair that these men 
who entered the service with this understanding and whose education 
is being interrupted be given a chance to complete their education 
when they are released from active duty. 

The education-benefits program has been one of the most valuable 
and successful projects for veterans. To cut off their right to accrue 
benefits as of January 31 would be an unfair hardship, and their 
loss of educational opportunities would also be a loss to the public. 

Mr. Chairman, I hope that this legislation will proceed rapidly 
through all the steps necessary to its enactment and signature by the 
President. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you, Mr. Curtis. 

Mr. Curtis. Thank you. 


STATEMENT OF HON. KENNETH B. KEATING, A REPRESENTATIVE 
IN CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF NEW YORK 


The Cuarrman. The gentleman from New York, Mr. Keating. 
Mr. Keratine. I appreciate this opportunity to appear here this 
morning, and I commend you, Mr. Chairman and members of the 


committee, on the speed with which you have taken up this important 
problem. 
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I believe that if H. R. 587 is not promptly enacted a serious injus- 
tice may be worked on members of our Armed Forces who have en- 
listed, particularly in recent months, in order to earn educational 
benefits after they have finished their tours of duty. 

I know, of course, that in putting an end to the so-called Korean 
emergency the President certainly had no intention of effecting this 
result. It isa small incidental to the great step of putting our country 
back on a peacetime footing, and I am sure that no one in Washington 
is more deeply interested in the welfare of those in the armed services 
than the President. I am sure that he will act quickly in approving 
this measure, which I hope will have the unanimous approval of bot 
Houses of Congress. 

IT would have sought this opportunity to appear briefly in support 
of the measure for this reason if there had been no other. We must 
keep faith with these young men and women who are giving up good 
years of their lives to keep. our Nation strong and healthy. 

But in this case there is also something else which I would like to 
mention. I have always spoken up at every opportunity in support 
of educational benefits granted a the GI bill. I do not think too 
much can be said in behalf of the concept behind this whole program. 
When you take the young men during what so many speak of as the 
best: years of their lives, ‘from 18 to 22 or 23, you are selecting years 
that may be the most important of all, in terms of their development 
and preparation for later life. Our country has no choice. Those are 
the years that we need. But there is no way to return them, and there 
is no Way to compensate for taking them, merely by the payment of 
money, insuring civilian job status, and that kind of thing. 

I have always felt that the nearest approach to a valid quid pro quo, 
the best. possible return that we can make, is in the form of extended 
educational opportunities. The most meaningful thing, it seems to 
me, that we can say to the young person leaving military service is, 
“Here is a helping hand to prepare you for civilian life in the best 
possible way. We hope you will end up at least as well off as if you 
had been able to stay in school; we hope indeed that you will be better 
ott—better trained, better fitted for citizenship, more able to achieve 
the goal ahead of you because of this program. 

And bee ause of this deep feeling on my part, I urge you to avoid, 
under any circumstances, letting the present educational benefits lapse. 

I think it quite likely that later on in the session I may be back 
before this committee, sponsoring or supporting legislation to make 
this great educational program even broader and more widely avail- 
able to our young people, as among the most constructive things we 
could do for those who have served our country at times when our 
country needed them. 

Again I express to you, Mr. Chairman and members of the com- 
mittee, my appreciation for the opportunity which you have given me 
to appear here this morning. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you, Mr. Keating. 

Mr. Kearney. Mr. Chairman, I would just like to ask the gentle- 
man a question, If he does not agree with me, that in view of the 
situation as it exists in the China war, it might be well to call the 


attention of many of the alleged critics of this bill to the situation as 
it now exists ? 
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Mr. Kearine. Yes, indeed. I think that—and of course we do not 
want to take the time to discuss it now, but if we are going to put an 
end to educational benefits, this would not be the time to “do it, so I 
entirely agree with what the gentleman from New York has said. 

The CHairMAN. Any further questions ¢ 

Mr. Ayres. Knowing of the background of the gentleman from 
New York and his military service, he no doubt has had the oppor- 
tunity of working with thousands of young men and women. Do 
you feel, Mr. Keating, that it is advisable to extend the educational 
benefits to peacetime “draftees, based on the statement you have just 
made / 

Mr. Keatinc. That is what I have been thinking a great deal about, 
I may say to the gentleman from Ohio, whether it might not be 
advisable to consider something along that line—while we are 
talking in many cases about pay raise and other benefits for the mili- 
tary. ‘I think that one thing that we can at least see in our own minds 
is a further extension of the educational benefits which have, to my 
way of thinking, yielded big dividends; probably on a reduced scale, 
not a month and a half of educational training for one month in 
service, but a month or some lesser period, as a more or less permanent 
part of our provisions for the armed services. 

I have not given enough thought to it, and I have not canvassed the 
situation sufficiently, particularly the cost of this program, to have 
formed a definite view on it. But that is along the line that I have 
been thinking. 

Mr. Ayres. Does the gentleman also feel that perhaps it would be 
advisable to consider changing the 80 percent payments that are now 
available for a wartime disability—or peacetime rather—to 100 per- 
cent? In other words, if a boy loses an arm in maneuvers while we 
are at peace, does the gentleman feel that he should be entitled to 
the same compensation as if he lost the arm in time of an emergency / 

Mr. Kearine. It is just as great a loss to him. It has always been 
a little difficult for me to understand the rationale back of the dis- 
tinction that is made between the loss in wartime and in peacetime. 

The CuarrmMan. Thank you, Mr. Keating. 

Mr. Keratine. Thank you. 





STATEMENT OF HON. CARL D. PERKINS, A REPRESENTATIVE IN 
CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF KENTUCKY 


The CHarrmMan. The gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. Perkins. 

Mr. Perkins. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I also 
want to thank you for the opportunity to appear here today in sup- 
port of the legislation before you. 

The President’s Executive order ending the accumulation of bene- 
fits under the GI bill of rights as of Janu: ary 31, 1955, as you know, 
has been made in accordance with the legal provisions of the act. I 
do not feel, however, that full consideration was given to the fact that 
so long as our American boys are drafted into militar y service, thereby 
forcing them to discontinue their educational program or their em- 
ploy ment experience which gives them both seniority rights and the 
know-how necessary for their future economic w elfare, that the Gov- 
ernment should compensate them, in part at least, for this intangible 
loss. 
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The callous attitude of the military authorities toward these hu- 
man problems is well illustrated by a recent story which appeared in 
the Washington Post and Times Herald under date of January 20, 
1955, stating that the Air Force has discontinued accepting volunteers 
until February 1, 1955, after which date no further rights can be ac- 
crued for educational benefits, unemployment insurance, or other 
veterans benefits now existing under the GI bill of rights. This indi- 
cates that both the action of the military author ities and the Presi- 
dent’s Executive order were made solely for the purpose of economy. 
I am also in favor of economy in Government but not at the expense 
of our youth who give two or more of the best years of their life to 
the defense of our country, even ready to face any danger for which 
their duty may call them. 

Now, here, I think, is one of the most inequitable things about the 
whole matter. These young men should have at least rights equal to 
the civilian employees ‘of the Government who, upon separation from 
Government service, are now eligible for unemployment insurance 
payments. Do our Government and military authorities believe that 
economy should begin by curtailing the rights of our boys who volun- 
teer or who are drafted to our military service, to a point drastically 
below that of our Federal civilian employees? 

I feel that it is an obligation of our Government to compensate the 
young men who have served honorably in our military establishments 
by providing them with an opportunity to complete their education 
and in case they are unable to obtain employment upon their return 
to civilian life, to provide for them an economic cushion in the form of 
unemployment insurance. 

In the area which I am privileged to represent, eastern Kentucky, 
— than one-third of the industrial workers have been unemployed 
for the past year. In fact, in the coal mining region, we have one 
of the highest insured unemployment rates of any area in the Na- 
tion, practically one-third. 

If the experienced workers are unable to obtain employment, either 
at home or in other industrial centers, can it be assumed that the eco- 
nomic upturn is so great that discharged ex-servicemen will obtain 
immediate jobs? 

To discriminate against these ex-servicemen to such an extent that 
they return to civilian life only to find that unemployed industrial 
workers and recently released Federal workers are eligible for unem- 
ployment insurance while these veterans of the armed services are not, 
would be a real blow to the morale in our first line of defense. 

For that reason, I am introducing a bill to extend the provisions 
of the GI bill of rights so long as our young men continue to * drafted 
into the armed services. 

This bill will also continue the veterans home loan program which 
has been an important item in maintaining the essential home con- 
struction boom during the changeover from a wartime to a peacetime 
economy. This has been of real value to our veterans and in the long 
run the cost will be negligible as these loans are fully covered by 
mortgages and could show an actual profit. 

Mr. C hairman, I again want to commend you upon the speed with 
which you have gone ‘about to correct this situation, and I thank you 
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for the opportunity to be here, and I ask that my remarks, as I have 
prepared them, be placed in the record. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you very much, Mr. Perkins. 

Mr. Perxins. Thank you. 


STATEMENT OF HON. H. R. GROSS, A REPRESENTATIVE IN 
CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF IOWA 


The Cuarrman. The gentleman from Iowa, Mr. Gross. 

Mr. Gross. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I appre- 
cite your indulgence and I will be brief. 

I have been greatly disturbed by the recent order of President 
Eisenhower calling for an end to the accrual of educational benefits 
for servicemen on January 31, 1955. 

I have been disturbed for two reasons. First, because this order 
violates the solemn agreements made by. representatives of this Gov- 
ernment and, second, because the Pr esident, while declaring an end to 
the emergency upon which these veterans’ benefits were predicated, 
declined at the same time to yield unusual and extraordinary powers 
delegated to him by Congress invested in a President only in time of 
great, national peril. 

It is my contention that if a state of emergency continues to exist, 
and events of the last few days indicated that it does, then the young 
men of this country are being called to service under extraordinary 
conditions and full GI benefits should be extended as long as the emer- 
gency exists, no matter what the date. 

Furthermore, I will be opposed to cutting off a single dollar of 
educational benefits to those who serve in the Armed Forces of this 
Nation as long as money is expended to import foreign students into 
this country and export American students to foreign ‘universities and 
colleges with the taxpayers of this country picking up the check both 
ways. I insist that where public funds are used, Americans be 
educated in the universities and colleges of this country, and that 
Americans, who have given 2 years or more of their lives to military 
service be accorded educational priority over foreign imports and 
exports. 

Mr. Chairman, I will support your bill, H. R. 587, but only as a last 
resort. It does not go far enough. It ought to carry a termination 
provision effective as, of and when the President declares the state of 
emergency ended and surrenders the unusual powers which he holds 
over the lives and fortunes of thousands of young Americans, especial- 
ly those who have been conscripted and are compelled to serve longer 
in active service and the Reserves than most of our so-called free-world 
friends whose governments we so richly endow with our billions in 
handouts. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to thank you very much for this opportunity. 

The Cruamman. Thank you, Mr. Gross. 

Is Mr. Roberts, of Alabama, in the room? 

(There was no response. ) 

Mr. Hyde, of Maryland, is next. 
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STATEMENT OF HON. DeWITT S. HYDE, A REPRESENTATIVE IN 
CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF MARYLAND 


Mr. Hype. Mr. Chairman, I would to place myself on record with 
the committee in wholehearted support of H. R. 587, a bill which will 
permit those individuals who are in the service on or before January 
31, 1955, to continue to earn educational benfits until their discharge 
or until a maximum of 36 months entitlement has been accrued. It 
occurs to me that it would be the height of injustice to remove these 
benefits from any serviceman who enters the service prior to the date 
of the President’s proclamation. I cannot help but feel that without 
such legislation, great bitterness among our young men would be 
created and it would have serious detrimental effects upon our recruit- 
ment program. 

I cannot urge too strongly upon the committee favorable action on 
this legislation. 

‘The Carman. Thank you, Mr. Hyde. 


STATEMENT OF HON. JAMES MURRAY, A REPRESENTATIVE IN 
CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF ILLINOIS 


The CratrmMan. We have with us two gentleman from Illinois, 
Mr. Murray and Mr. Boyle, who have expressed a desire to be heard. 

Mr. Murray? 

Mr. Murray. Mr. Chairman, I would like to thank you and the 
members of the committee for your kind invitation permitting me to 
appear before you on the subject of H. R. 587. 

I have a prepared statement, Mr. Chairman, which I want to pre- 
sent for the record, but I want to make it clear that while I am in 
support of the bill, it does not represent my ultimate views as to the 
henefits, the educational benefits, to servicemen. In my opinion, the 
bill does serve as a measure to cover a hiatus which has been created 
by the President’s proclamation and I think that the committee should 
be complimented on the expeditiousness with which it intends to 
rectify an injustice I feel has been created by the President’s procla- 
mation, 

I represent the Third Congressional District of Illinois which is a 
district on the South Side of Chicago which, to my mind, represents 
all the different composites of people that make the urban areas of 
our great country. 

It is my opinion that the people are in favor of H. R. 587 in its aim 
to permit those individuals who are in the service on or before January 
31,1955, to continue to earn educational benefits until their discharge 
or until a maximum of 36 months of benefits has accrued. 

I would like to make a few short points in support of such legisla- 
tion. It seems to me that there has been a growing and erroneous 
concept that the benefits that our Government, both Federal and 
State, have been enacted for the veteran are measures to either induce 
an individual to perform his obligation to his country, or a pure 
beneficient or honorarium from his country. This is not true. Bene- 
fits such as the educational benefits are not gifts or inducements to 
the serviceman but rather a recognition of and a carrying out of 
the obvious obligation that the Nation has to its servicemen to assist 
them in their adjustment from military service to civilian life 
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Particularly is this true in connection with the educational benefits. 

By and large the average serviceman interrupts his education to 
perform his service to his country. During the 2 years, or whatever 
period he might have enlisted in the armed services, he loses contact 
almost completely with his civilian education. 

When he returns from military service, in addition to the neglect 
of his education the veteran or ex-serviceman has accumulated the 
responsibilities normal to the growth of any individual. In many 
cases these responsibilities prec lude the serviceman from completing 
the education he would have acquired had it not been for his service. 
Unless the country recognizes and provides some method to complete 
and satisfy the educ ational losses incurred duri ing the period of serv- 
ice by way of the educational benefits provided prior to the Presiden- 
tial proclamation of January 1, 1955, not only will our servicemen 
suffer an unnecessary irreparable loss, but also will the country. It 
is only through educated ex-servicemen and educated citizens that 
our country can expect to continue its prosperity, its peace, and its 
freedom under God. 

I desire to make a second point in favor of the legislation. It seems 
to me that we ought not consider the expenditures for educational 
benefits as simply and merely an expense of the Government, rather, 
I think, that the expenditures for such benefits ought to be considered 
an investment by the Government in its ex-serviceman, 

Most,if not all, of the successful enterprises in our country deem 
the expenses incurred in the conduct of a training program as an 
investment that pays off in the future in employment that results 
ina profit to the company. Certainly the investment of the country’s 
expense in continuing the educational benefits under the Veterans’ 
Adjustment Act as provided by H. R. 587 will, in the long run, produce 
a profit to the country in the ex-serviceman’s potenti: ally increased 
earning power and ability to contribute to the expansion of our 
Nation's economy. 

My final point in support of the bill is one of plain and simple 
morality. 

Many members presently in our Armed Forces enlisted or were 
inducted with the understanding that they would be entitled to the 
educational benefits provided by the law prior to the President's 
proclamation. Prior to my knowledge of the introduction of H. R. 
587, the vice president of De Paul University, one of the large univer- 
sities in the city of Chicago, conferred with me relative to the effect 
of the President’s proclamation on January 1, 1955. 

He advised me that he and many of the students who were contem- 
plating enrolling in the February semester of that university were 
completely confused as to their educational rights if they enlisted in 
the Armed Forces prior to January 31, 1955. Apparently, there had 
been two conflicting communications as to the effect of the proclama- 
tion. One communication, which is true, was that the accrual of edu- 

‘ational benefits would end on January 31, 1955, the end of the Korean 
emergency period. The other information which received some pub- 
licity, I understand, was that individuals enlisting prior to January 
31, 1955, would be entitled to earn educational benefits until their 
discharge. 
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Obviously, with such misinformation many who are presently in 
our Armed Forces enlisted or were inducted with the subjective under- 
standing that they would be entitled to earn educational benefits until 
their dischar ge. In all fairness, I think our country ought not permit 
its veterans to feel that they have been unfairly induced into the 
armed services. 

For these reasons, among others, I urge the enactment of H. R. 587. 

The Carman. Thank you very much, Mr. Murray 

Mr. Murray. Thank you. 


STATEMENT OF HON. CHARLES A. BOYLE, A REPRESENTATIVE IN 
CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF ILLINOIS 


The CHarrman. Mr. Boyle, would you like to make a statement? 

Mr. Boyie. Mr. Chairman, thanks: for your kind invitation to ap- 
pear before the House Veterans’ Committee on the subject of H. R. 
587, a bill to amend Public Law 550, 82d Congress, the Veterans’ Read- 
justment Assistance Act of 1952. 

As representative of the 12th Congressional District of Illinois, I 
am of the opinion that the people of the district are wholeheartedly in 
favor of H. R.587. My mail and contacts all indicate a strong support 
of this measure in my district. The people feel that service personnel 
who are in the armed services prior to or on January 31, 1955, should 
be able to continue to earn educational benefits until their discharge or 
until a maximum of 36 months of benefits has accrued. 

There are a number of reasons for this feeling. First of all we must 
consider the sacrifice which the average service personnel made to his 
country by his service. These service personnel have lost 2 years, or 
whatever period he or she might have enlisted for in the armed serv- 
ices, contact away from his or ‘her civilian education. To allow these 
people to continue their education after their discharge from military 
jife is only a recognition of the obvious obligation ‘that the Nation 
owes to the service ‘personnel i in their adjustment from the military to 
civilian life. During his or her service life many of the service per- 
sonnel assume responsibilities which would prev ent them from return- 
ing to school if he or she did not receive assistance from his or her 
Government. 

From the point of view of our Nation as a whole, these expenditures 
for educational benefits are not to be viewed as expenses but rather 
as investments in the future of our Nation. The value of this invest- 
ment can already be attested to by many of the successful business 
firms of our Nation. The earning power of the whole Nation will 
be substantially increased by well-educated citizens. No better in- 
vestment can be made by a nation than by investing in her youth. 

It might also be mentioned that a further reason for my support 
of H. R. 587 is the fact that there was a great deal of misunderstand- 
ing and confusion when the President issued his Proclamation 3080 
on January 1, 1955, cutting off the veterans benefits as of January 31, 
1955. Although the proclamation stated that the accrual of educa- 
tion benefits would end on Janu: ary 31, 1955, many understood it to 
mean that individuals enlisting prior to January 31, 1955, would be 
entitled to earn education benefits until their discharge or until a 
maximum of 36 months of benefits had accrued. Some personnel, 
as I understand it, enlisted or were induced to volunteer for the draft 
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under the impression that these educational benefits would continue 
to accrue if they enlisted or volunteered for the draft prior to January 
31, 1955. We should never have any of our service personnel feel 
that they have been treated unfairly by their country. This would be 
true, lam afraid, if H. R. 587 were not enacted. 

In response to the feeling of my district 1 strongly urge the en- 
actment of H. R. 587 which will permit veterans in the service prior 
to or on January 31, 1955, to continue to earn educational benefits 
until their discharge or until a maximum of 36 months of benefits has 
accrued. At the same — I do not want my position on H. R. 587 
to be misunderstood as limiting in any way my desire to help the 
veteran. I not only am wholeheartedly in favor of H. R. 587 but I 
am in favor of any other measure that will aid those high-minded, 
honorable people who are serving in the Armed Forces of the United 
States of America. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you, Mr, Boyle. 

Mr. Borie. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 


STATEMENT OF HON. JAMES ROOSEVELT, A REPRESENTATIVE IN 
CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 


The Cuatirman. The gentleman from California, Mr. Roosevelt. 

Mr. Rooseverr. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, 1 
think that one of the groups of people who have volunteered for public 
service in a most difficult time is made up of the members of the 
boards who have had the duty of being the inductional draft boards 
as commonly referred to. 

| have here a letter from a gentleman by the name oe W. M. Bishop. 
who is serving as a member of the draft board in Los Angeles. J 
would like to submit it in the record, if I may, because I think it well 
expresses the degree of embarrassment which not only has been, but 
will be, afforded to these members who have volunteere " their services 
under most difficult circumstances unless a bill, such as your bill, 
Mr. Chairman, H. It. 587, is enacted. 

‘The CHarrMaANn. It may be made a part of the record. 

(‘The letter referred to follows:) 

TWENTIETH CENTURY-Fox FiLuM Corp 
January 11, 1955. 


Senator WILLIAM I. KNOWLAND, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. ¢ 

My Dear Senator: It was my fortunate experience to assist Judge Pierson 
M. Hall in organizing all of the draft boards in Los Angeles County and since 
that time in 1940, I have been chairman of one of the largest draft boards in 
the country. 

With this experience I can speak with authority and for that reason I am 
writing to you as well as to other Senators and Congressmen in protest over 
President Kisenhower’s recent proclamation denying educational benefits to 
GI's who are now being inducted and who were inducted during 1953 and 1954. 

The Veterans Administration definitely states that anyone induce ted from now 
on will not be given a month and a half education benetits for each month 
served. This order likewise applies to alt men who were inducted after January 
1, 1953. , 

During the last year and a half particularly, my draft board, No. 101, has 


urged high-school graduates and others to volunteer for induction as soon 
possible. We explain to them that at their present age it is easier to sacrifice 
the time for service now than when they become older. \We point out furthe 
that by volunteering at the present time they would not break into a schoo 
year, and we emphasize the advantages of the GI educational bene s Phi 
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policy has been very effective as all of our calls have consisted of a great ma- 
jority of volunteers—many months they were 100 percent. 

This change in the Army policy is not only unfair to the men already in- 
ducted who are going to be deprived of all promised educational benefits when 
they volunteered with that understanding, but it is embarrassing to every draft 
board member in the entire United States. 

It is my opinion, Senator, that the boys we are inducting today are entitled 
to the same treatment from the Government as those who were drafted in 1940 
and during the following years, and I urge you to do all in your power to advance 
legislation to rectify this injustice. 

seing a member of a draft board is anything but a pleasant experience. The 
problems we have to face in the social and economic conditions of our registrants 
are at times extremely difficult, particularly where boards attempt to be con- 
scientiously consistent in performing their obligation to the Selective Service 
System and at the same time extending fair and reasonable consideration to the 
registrant about to be drafted. 


I do not want this letter to be interpreted as critical of President Eisenhower, 
because I have not been able to learn the reason for the proclamation. No doubt 
his motive was well established. However, I cannot conscientiously face these 
men who have been drafted without registering a protest and without having 
these inequities rectified. 

Cordially yours, 
W. M. BisHop. 

Mr. Roosrevetr. I would also like to state that I have been asked 
whether or not H. R. 587 at this time is broad enough to also include 
a continuation of the benefits for vocational rehabilitation training. 
which I believe is a part of the benefits which are presently available 
to servicemen. If the bill is not broad enough to cover that rehabili- 
tation training, then I would like the consideration of this committee 
to make amendment, to make sure that it is. 

The CHarman. Thank you very much, Mr. Roosevelt, for your 
statement. 

Mr. Rooseverr. Thank you. 


STATEMENT OF HON. LESTER JOHNSON, A REPRESENTATIVE IN 
CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF WISCONSIN 


The Cuairman. I note also the presence of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin, Mr. Johnson, a former member of the committee. 

Did you want to make a statement at this time, Mr. Johnson ? 

Mr. Jounson. Mr. Chairman, and members of the committee, I wish 
to urge members of the House Veterans’ Affairs Committee to give 
careful consideration to H. R. 587, which permits individuals in the 
armed services on or before January 31, 1955, to continue to earn 
educational benefits until their discharge or until the maximum of 36 
months’ entitlement has been accrued. 

The need for legislation on this matter rises out of the President's 
proclamation setting January 31, 1955 as the end of the Korean emer- 
gency period. ‘Termination of the emergency period, of course, will 
also end accrual of educational benefits after thut date. 

If the President’s proclamation is permitted to stand without any 
remedial legislation to give equitable treatment to those persons who 
enter service prior to the President’s proclamation, I believe that our 
Government will be discriminating against these individuals. 

While a number of solutions might be offered to correct this obvious 
discrimination, I feel that the proposal offered in H. R. 587 is the best. 
For this reason, I am in favor of H. R. 587. I hope that the Veterans’ 
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Affairs Committee views the bill in the same light as I do and recom- 
mends its adoption by Congress. 

The CuairmMan. Thank you, Mr. Johnson. 

Mr. Jounson. Thank you. 

The CuarrMan. Is Mr. O'Hara of Illinois in the room ? 

Mr. Byrne, the gentleman from Pennsylvania and a member of the 
committee, wishes to be heard. Mr. Byrne. 


STATEMENT OF HON. JAMES A. BYRNE, A REPRESENTATIVE IN 
CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA 


Mr. Byrne. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, it is my 
feeling that those who enter the Armed Forces on or before January 
31, 1955, should most certainly be permitted to earn educational 
benefits until their discharge, or, as is provided in H. R. 587, until the 
Inaximum of 36 months’ entitlement has been accrued. 

Many who will soon become members of our armed services are at 
an age when, through no fault of their own, their educational pursuits 
will ‘be interrupted "and on will surely wish to continue their educa 
tion upon discharge, and it is fair that these young people should bi 
given the same op tation as those who have already taken ad- 
vantage of this privilege. 

I will vote for this legislation and hope we will have an opportunity 
to provide even more liberal benefits for all members of our armed 
ser oo s and veterans who merit our utmost consideration. 

The Cuamman. Thank you, Mr. Byrne. 

Mr. saa Thi unk you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. The gentleman from California, Mr. Sisk, and a 
member of the committee, wishes to speak on the bill. 


STATEMENT OF HON. B. F. SISK, A REPRESENTATIVE IN CONGRESS 
FROM THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 


Mr. Sisk. I would like at this time to add my hearty endorsement 
of H. R. 587 introduced by our chairman, Congressman Oline EF. 
Teague, to extend the educational benefits of the Korean GI bill to 
all those men now in service in the Armed Forces. 

I can see no reason in justice, in equity, or in the welfare of our 
country why thousands of young men and women who have served 
in a time of emergency y shoul d not receive the educational he Ip they 
were assured they would receive when they enlisted or were inducted. 
1 believe we are morally bound to enact legislation to prevent an arbi- 
trary and unreasonable curtailment of this benefit. 

I would like to also have made a part of the committee’s records 
the accompanying telegram from Mr. W. H. Spillers, superintendent 
of the Central Union High School District of Fresno County, Calif., 
and a leading educator of that area, whose endorsement of an extension 
of educational benefits I am sure is shared by the other school officials 
of my district. 

I would also like to call the attention of the committee to my bill 
which has been referred to the committee and which would similarly 
extend vocational rehabilitation benefits of the preesnt law, a step 
which I believe to be necess ry and } proper. 
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(The telegram is as follows:) 


FRESNO, Cauir., January 21, 1955. 
Hon. B. F. Sisk, 
Congressman, 12th District, California, 
House Office Building, Washington, D. C.: 
I recommend a change in the law to extend educational benefits for boys in 
service beyond the breakoff date of January 31, 1955, as set by the President. 
W. H. SpPrLiers, 
District Superintendent, Central Union High School. 


The Cuatrman. Thank you, Mr. Sisk. 

I believe that completes the statements of the Members of Congress 
who had expressed a desire to be heard. Statements submitted to the 
committee will be inserted at this point. 

(The statements referred to are as follows:) 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., January 22, 1955. 
Hion. OLIN E. TEAGUE, 
Chairman, Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
Old House Office Building, Washington, D. C. 


My Dear CHAIRMAN TEAGUE: I wish to express my appreciation to you and 
to the House Committee on Veterans’ Affairs for this opportunity to support 
H. R. 587 which provides that persons serving in the Armed Forces on January 
$1, 1955, may continue to accrue educational benefits under the Veterans’ Read- 
justment Act of 1952. 

H. R. 587 recognizes the ex post facto nature of the Presidential proclamation 
of January 1, 1955, which arbitrarily abrogates as of January 31, 1955, the right 
of men and women now in military service, or about to enter service, to partic- 
ipate in the benefits of the Korean GI bill of rights. 

It hardly need be pointed out that young men and women entering the Armed 
Forces prior to the President’s January 1 proclamation did so, at least in part, 
on the basis that the benefits promised by our Government were real and concrete. 
Plans were made on this basis which most assuredly affected the course of tens 
of thousands of American lives. 

I support H. R. 587 because it recognizes that the American people, through 
their Government, insist upon keeping faith with the men and women upon whom 
our country depends for its national security. 

Please be assured, Mr. Chairman, that your committee may depend upon my 
full support of H. R. 587. 

Sincerely, 
THomaAs LupLow ASHLEY, 
Member of Congress. 


House OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., January 24, 1955. 
Hon, OLIN E. TEAGUE, 
Chairman, Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN TEAGVE: I am in receipt of your letter relating to hearings 
which will be held on H. R. 587. 

I feel that it will be impossible for me to appear before your committee in 
person. Therefore, I would like to take this means of expressing my endorse- 
ment of H. R. 587. 1 feel that this is a meritorius piece of legislation and 
certainly the benefits provided for in this bill should be extended to the indi- 
viduals who were in the service on or before January 71, 1955. 

I hope that yvour committee will give a favorable report to this bill and it 
certainly will receive my support when it reaches the floor of the House. 

Sincerely your friend, 
Ross Bass, Vember of Congress. 
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House OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., January 25, 1955. 


Hon. OLIN KE. TEAGUE, 
Chairman, Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

DeaR CHAIRMAN TEAGUE: I was very pleased to learn from your letter of 
January 20 that you had introduced H. R. 587 which is intended to permit those 
individuals who are in the service on or before January 31, 1955, to continue 
to earn educational benefits until their discharge, or until the maximum of 36 
months’ entitlement has been accrued. 

Quite a large number of requests for this type of legislation has come to my 
desk. I have been very happy to add my support of this very worthy legislation 
and want to wish you and your committee success in presenting it to the House. 

Sincerely yours, 
JOHN V. BEAMER, 
Member of Congress. 


House oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., January 25, 1955 
Hon, OLIN TEAGUE, 
Chairman, Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

My Drar Mr. CHAIRMAN: I am grateful for your permission to make a state- 
ment before the Veterans’ Affairs Committee on your bill, HW. R. SS7, which would 
permit members of the Armed Forces who are in service on or before 
January 31, 1955, to continue to earn educational beneiits until their discharge 
or until the maximum of 36 months’ entitlement has been accrued. 

It seems to me that your bill is the only ethical approach to this matter. 1 
know the President’s proclamation of January 1, 1955, has been widely misinter 
preted throughout my district, and scores of young men enlisted immediately 
after the proclamation was made public, under the mistaken opinion that, if 
they were in the service on January 31, 1955, they would receive their full 
entitlement of educational benefits. 

Iam attaching an editorial from the Corpus Christi Caller-Times which might 
prove of interest to your committee. I call your attention to the fact that the 
President’s proclamation, if carried out, would not only deprive thousands of 
persons now in the service of educational opportunities which they had every 
right to anticipate, but it would work a distinct hardship on our schools and 
colleges who have geared their programs to accommodate these ex-service 
students, 

I am delighted that the Veterans’ Affairs Committee has civen its early and 
favorable approval to H. R. 587. 

With kindest personal regards. 

Sincerely yours, 
JOHN J. Bett, Member of Congress. 


19551 


{From Corpus Christi Caller, Corpus Christi, Tex., January 18, 1955 
GI BENEFITS 


Presidential Press Secretary James Hagerty has given Congress the high sign 
for extending GI educational beneiits to all men in uniform at the close of 
January 31. 

“The President believes it would be unfair to take that away from men already 
in the service,” Hagerty told the press. 

There had been some fear in Congress that the President might veto legislation 
designed to continue the educational program after the January 31 deadline, 
but this proved to be groundless. Congress therefore has oiled the machinery 
for quick enactment. 

So GI’s who are in harness February 1 will! be eligible for free post-service 
schooling worth up to $5,000. Since a great many thousands of young men 
volunteered in the full expectation that they would be able to build up credits 
toward this free schooling, it is only fair to keep faith with them. 
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It was in expectation of this privilege that young men have rushed to recruit- 
ing offices since the President announced the Korea conflict would be considered 
officially at an end January 31. That announcement automatically canceled all 
future GI educational benefit 
readied was necessary. 


s after that date, so the ievislation now being 


Under the existing law, a man now acenmulates 1.5 days of schooling for each 
day in service up to?6 months. The Presidential directive not only barred men 
going into service after January 31 from its benefits, but would stop the accumu- 
lation of these henefits for all men already in service before that time. 

The directive also cut off, probably for good, many other benefits granted after 
the outbreak of the Korean war. Whether Congress intends to revive and 
extend any of these remains to be seen. 

The Government had an obligation of about $45 million a month for the educa- 
tion and training program ending January 31. 

Extension of these benefits beyond that date is not only of great importance 
to servicemen, but to the country’s colleges and training schools 


House OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., January 24, 1955. 
House COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS, 
House of Representatives, Washington 25, D.C. 

GENTLEMEN: I understand that your chairman has introduced H. R. 587 which 
is intended to permit those individuals who are in the service on or before 
January 31, 1955, to continue to earn educational benefits until their discharge 
or until the maximum of 36 months’ entitlement has been accrued. I wish to 
submit this short statement in behalf of this legislative purpose because it seems 
to me that the failure of this legislation to pass would result in retroactive cancel- 
lation of rights which were properly established. I sincerely hope that your 
committee can report this bill out, or some similar bill, to accomplish the above 
objectives. I will appreciate this statement being included in the hearings of 
the bill. 

Vith kindest regards, Iam 

Sincerely, 
CHARLES E. BENNETT, Member of Congress. 


STATEMENT SUBMITTED BY Hon. ALVIN M. BENTLEY 


In my opinion, legislation to permit those individuals who are in service on 
or before January 31, 1955, to continue earning educational benefits until their 
discharge from the Armed Forces, or until the maximum of 36 months’ entitle- 
ment has been accrued, raises only one issue, the issue of fairness. 

There is no question of permanent continuance of wartime benefits, or what 
has come to be known as GI bill benefits involved here. Public Law 550, 82d 
Congress, clearly called upon the President to terminate most of these rights 
when it was determined that the basic reason for entitlement to them, namely, 
emergency conditions of a wartime nature, no longer existed. The President 
has, in my opinion, correctly exercised his responsibilities under Public Law 550. 

However, the President himself has publicly recognized the unfairness which 
would result in ending accumulation of educational benefits of men already in 
the service. He has also urged passage of this legislation, stating that he was 
“very much in favor” of it. It was merely that he had no other alternative under 
the law as it now reads but to sign the Executive order terminating such accrual. 
He clearly acknowledged the defect in the legislation, and he has properly urged 
its correction. 

In order to avoid administrative confusion and allow our veterans of the 
Korean emergency now pursuing educational programs to continue their train- 
ing without interruption, I urge prompt passage of H. R. 587. 


STATEMENT SUBMITTED BY GORDON CANFIELD, EIGHTH DISTRICT, NEW JERSEY 


Gentlemen, I am in favor of H. R. 587 of this Congress because, in my opinion, 
it is designed to correct an injustice with respect to some of our servicemen. 
It is true that we cannot go on forever providing a college education for every 
man who might serve in the Armed Forces. However, having extended this 
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benefit under the Veterans’ Readjustment Assistance Act of 1952 to men who 
served during the period of the Korean emergency, it is unjust to terminate it 
Without giving all the men who served, the chance to earn a substantial part of 
the benetit. Unfortunately, the present provisions of the Readjustment Act 
will have that effect upon termination January 31, 1995. The enactment of 
H. R. 587 will remedy this unfair situation. 

The Veterans’ Readjustment Assistance Act of 1952 provides that the amount 
of entitlement to educational benefits is measured by 144 times the duration of 
Service within the period June 27, 1950, and the cutoff date, now established as 
January 31, 1955. In the most extreme case an eligible person entering service 
on January $1, 1955 would be entitled to 1% days educational or training 
benefit. The same problem to a fradually lessening degree affects a large 
number of servicemen who entered service at an earlier date but who have 
hot yet acquired sufficient service to afford them ally significant amount of 
educational benefits. Since the rest of the benefits to which these men are 
entitled under the act are hot measured upon the duration of service during 
the base period, they could be entitled to receive the full quantum of those 
benefits. It seems illogical and unjust that at the same time through no fault 
of their own hundreds of them will receive an educational benefit which is 
useless to them. Such a Situation appears inconsistent w ith the general purpose 
behind the enactment of the Readjustment Act. 

H. R. 587 would permit these men to obtain a substantial benefit under the 
act and thereby equalize the opportunity for them with those who completed 
their service prior to the end of the base period. It would accomplish this by 
permitting those in service on January 31, 1955, to continue to accrue educa- 
tional benefits until their first discharge thereafter or until they had accrued 
the maximum entitlement of 36 months. The bill also provides an extension of 
4 years to the period during which education and training could be pursued, i. e., 
from January 31, 1963, to January 31, 1967. This will afford a reasonable time 
within which those who are serving 4-year enlistments can carry out their 
edneational plans, 

Gentlemen, the men now in the Armed Forces, like their predecessors, are 
Serving their country with distinction. These men have been brought into the 
service, and in fact many have volunteered, under the promise of the Read- 
justment Act that the necessary readjustment assistance would be provided 
When they are separated from active service. They have undoubtedly related 
their future plans to the expectation of receiving this important readjustment 
aid. I, for one, feel that under these circumstances H. R. 587 is more than 
justified, and that it is only fair that these men be given the chance to earn 
more than just a bobtailed educational benefit. 


STATEMENT OF Hon. Exrorp A. CEDERBERG oN H. R. 587 


Mr. Chairman, I appear in support of H. R. 587, and 1 am in sympathy with 
extending the basic service period for establishing eligibility for educational] 
benefits. 

Our Congress wisely enacted the GI bill of rights as a small expression of 
national gratitude to its veterans and as a result of this legislation has materially 
helped thousands upon thousands of our young men and young women, whose 
careers were interrupted by calls to service, in their return to civilian life. 

Even though certain phases of the national] emergency may be ended by Execu- 
tive order, nevertheless our young men remain under liability to call to the 
service through the selective service. Many, desiring to get this military obli- 
gation behind them, have volunteered and others will continue to do so. There 
is little question but that this educational feature has been an inducement in 
many enlistments, I believe we have an obligation to those who have recently 
entered the service but lack sufficient service record to qualify for educational 
benefits upon their discharge. I believe they are entitled to continue to aecrue 
credit for education and training on a basis of 114 days for each day of service 
up to discharge or until maximum entitlement has been reached. 

I hope your committee wil] favorably report legislation protecting the educa- 
tional rights of our young men and young women in the service. 
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HiousE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., January 24, 1955. 
Hon. OLIN E. TEAGUE, 
Chairman, Committce on Veterans’ Affairs. 
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C 


HONORABLE CHAIRMAN AND MEMBERS OF THE COMMITTEE: It is my desire to be 
recorded as strongly favoring H. R. 587, known as the educational accrual bill. 
We owe a lasting tribute to all veterans of any wars, and what better tribute 
can be given than the extension of these rights which mean so much to replace 
the important months in the lives of these men and women. 

It is my hope that I shall have the honor of working and speaking for this 
bill on the floor of the House as well as in this committee. 

Sincerely yours, 
Gro. H. CHRISTOPHER, 
Member of Congress. 


House OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., January 21, 1955. 

To: House Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, convening January 24, 1955. 

Subject: Request to the committee to extend educational benefits for members 
of the Armed Forces beyond end of Korean emergency period January 31, 
1955. 

Under the Veterans’ Readjustment Assistance Act of 1952 many of those 
who have served in the Armed Forces of the United States in defense of our 
Nation and our way of life have, as veterans seeking rehabilitation, received 
in the form of educational benefits encouragement and some slight compensation 
for the years that have been taken by military service from the regular pursuits 
ordinarily required in early life of a good citizen of our country in preparation 
for home and family. These men who have served have been young men. These 
inen who have been called to the defense of our Nation were taken at a time 
when great strides would otherwise have been made in their education and 
crowth. It is not fitting that these same benefits for educational opportunity 
should not accrue to those who are now in service and will be so on the day 
declared, January 31, 1955, as the end of the Korean emergency period. 

I therefore urge that the House Committee on Veterans’ Affairs take favorable 
iction on H. R. S87, a bill to provide that persons serving in the Armed Forces 
n January $1, 1955, may continue to accrue educational benefits under the 
Veterans’ Readjustment Assistance Act of 1952, and for other purposes. 

It would be most unfair to discriminate against these men who are now in 
urmed service, having depended when enlisting on these and other existing 
benefits, and with whom at the time of induction the Government of the 
United States made a moral contract to provide these benefits. To abrogate 
this contract would place these men at a great disadvantage in our society 
especially as compared to their predecessors in service and, without these 
henefits of educational assistance, the morale and rehabilitation ability of 
a great segment of our citizenry would suffer. 

The obligation we have to these men is beyond question and not one that 
would place an unjust burden upon our Nation. The wise and considered 
program that has promoted the welfare of our citizens, has contributed to our 
high standard of living and has, through its basic program of fair education 
and opportunity to replace the years of loss to our citizens while in service, 
brought prosperity and the great concept of equal opportunity for all to 
ereater fruition in this land. The educational benefits heretofore provided 
have shown by the test of time to have been of great advantage to our service- 
men—no greater investment can be made than in the education of these 
youths who have answered the call of their country and, unflinching, stepped 
forward to face its enemies. Those serving today should not be denied. 

I respectfully urge that House Resolution 587 of the 84th Congress be passed 
hy your committee and I shall, upon such passage ,support this bill upon the 
floor of the Honse. 

WILLIAM C. CRAMER, 
Member of Congress, First District of Florida, 
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Howse OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., January 20, 1955. 
Hon. O1in E. TEAGvue, 
Chairman, Veterans’ Affairs Committee, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


DEAR Mr. CHAIRMAN: I should like to make the following statement regarding 
your bill, H. R. 587: 

Mr. Chairman, it is a pleasure for me to speak in support of H. R. 587, which 
will permit persons in the armed services on or before January 31, 1955, to con- 
tinue to earn educational benefits until discharged or until a maximum of 36 
months entitlement has been accrued. 

I am convinced the tremendous boom in service recruitments throughout the 
United States lately has been a result of the misleading information that those 
entering service before January 31 would be recipients of full training and educa 
tional benefits as veterans. 

There is no conceivable reason why those persons enlisting before a prescribed 
deadline should be penalized by not deriving these benefits. 

It is my understanding that President Eisenhower’s proclamation of January 
1, 1955, setting a terminal date of January 31, was carried through as provisions 
of an Executive order, and that he had no alternative but to terminate these bene- 
fits. Furthermore, there is official notification from the White House that the 
President would be very much in favor of granting full benefits to those in service 
before January 31. 

Mr. Chairman, H. R. 587 has my wholehearted endorsement and I shall be 
willing to do all that is necessary to assure early and rapid passage by the 
Congress. 

Sincerely yours, 
ALBERT W. CRETELLA, 
Member of Congress. 


STATEMENT OF CONGRESSMAN IRWIN ID). DAvipson, 20TH CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT, 
NEw YorxK 


I appreciate the opportunity to address the distinguished members of this 
committee on this urgent and compelling subject. The prompt attention given 
by the chairman and members of the committee to serious problems created 
by the January 1, 1955 proclamation of the President is gratifying. 

I am fully and wholeheartedly in support of legislation designed to preserve 
to the members of our Armed Forces those benefits and educational privileges 
which have been previously granted by the Congress. It would seem patently 
unfair to deprive those men and women now in service of the educational benefits 
which they would have received but for the President’s proclamation. However, 
that is exactly what the President’s direction does. It is incumbent upon 
the Congress to correct this obvious inequity. 

There are, in addition, other fields in which the young men and women of 
our Nation need and must receive the help of their countrymen. These young 
people are rudely separated from their families at a critical and formative stage 
in their lives. They are called upon to sacrifice not only their most precious 
: years but often their very lives. 

: Favorable action by this committee upon the legislation now before it will 
help in a small measure to reassure many of our servicemen and their families, 
and will correct a grossly unfair situation. I strongly urge such action. 





STATEMENT OF CONGRESSMAN HENRY ALDOUS DIXON 








I strongly urge that this bill receive prompt and favorable action. 

From my past experience as being president of Weber College, in Ogden, Utah, 
and president of the Utah State Agricultural College, in Logan, Utah, I have seen 
the need for adjustment that faces our young men and women who have given 
several years of their life to the service of their country. I have felt the edu 


cational benetits accrued while in the Armed Forces is one slight means of 
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compensation the country can make to these young people for the payment ot 
their time and effort to provide the defensive forces of our country that makes 
any free educational system possible. 

President Eisenhower has given his support to this legislation. His press 
secretary stated on January 13, 1955, “We would be very much in favor of it. 
The President believes that it would be unfair to take those rights (school 
accrued rights) away from men already in service. We could not include that 
in the Executive order (terminating the war emergency) because it required 
approval of Congress and legislation was necessary. We are in favor of such 
legislation.” 

I support this legislation further, as it will clarify the position of the various 
draft boards of our country and will allow them to keep faith with many 
young men who have entered the services upon the board’s advise, with an 
understanding that such benefits would be available to them upon their dis 
charge. 

The loss of many months of time at perhaps the most productive period of a 
young life is partially compensated by the educational benefits available to these 
young people at the time they ieave the service. Their readjustment period is 
difficult, and I urge that we do what we can to aid in molding them into active 
members of a civilian society through the benefits made available in 1 
legislation. 





STATEMENT OF Hon. HArotp D. DonOHUE, MEMBER OF CONGRESS FROM 
MASSACHUSETTS 


Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I want to thank the chairman 
and the committee for the courtesy extended to me and congratulate you upon 
the expediency with which you are acting to deal with a problem affecting the 
lives of so many of our military personnel and veterans. Of course, I would 
expect nothing less from the committee on which I have had the high honor 
of serving for several years and therefore know so well the industry and 
competency of its individual members. I have the happiest recollections of 
my membership here, particularly under the spirited leadership of the acknow!l- 
edged champion of veterans’ welfare, my distinguished colleague from Massa- 
chusetts, the beloved Mrs. Rogers. 

Knowing the arduous schedule of this committee, as well as the multiple 
personal duties resting heavily upon each member, I have no intention of trat 
gressing long upon your valued time. 

I am here to urge you to promptly consider and approve, I hope unanimously, 
this bill to provide that persons serving in the Armed Forces on January 51, 
1955, may continue to accrue educational benefits under the Veterans Readjust 
ment Assistance Act of 1952. 

I think everyone will substantially agree to the need and the merit of this 
measure which, to my mind, affords but simple justice to the patriotic men and 
women who are now in the service, or will be by the end of this month. An) 
action to suddenly cut off these educational benefits is practically a violation 
of an unwritten understanding and virtual promise by the Government that 
persons going into the armed services in this period would have the privilege 
of pursuing their educational ambitions with Government assistance upon the 
termination of their enlistments. 


S 





Not the least of the aims of this bill is to remove any doubts in the minds of 


the persons affected and to make the extent of their entitlements quite clear, 
and unquestionably it will serve to do just that. It will, therefore, lift t] 


hi, ie 
orale of these young patriots and assure them the Congress has no intention 
of summarily taking away any of the benefits to which they vnderstood they 
had a right I submit that it is vitally important, more especially in the light 
of recent unfortunate developments in the Far East, that the morale of our 
] tary personnel, their families and dependents be encouraged to a hich level, 


2nd this proposal is designed to accomplish that objective. 
We all understand that the need of prompt action on this measure by the 


Congress is great. I shall not, then, attempt to complicate consideration of 
this bill by introducing any discussion about granting educational benefits to 
those who enter military service in the future. I think that serious thought 
should be given to the extended projection of such benefits and I earnestly hope 


the committee will devote its attention to that subject in the near future. Tf, 
by any chance, such provision was included during the coming House 


this bill, I would be inclined to favor it on the basic ground that no 


action on 
one, not 
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even the President, dares try to foretell what will develop from the dangerous 
venture upon which we are now embarked in the Far East waters and islands. 
I trust, therefore, we will have an opportunity to implement this legislation 
before too long, if the majority of the membership feels such action would be 
essential. 

I realize full well that this committee will conscientiously agt upon this pro- 
posal, and I earnestly trust you will determine to favorably report it to the 
House without extended delay, because it is most impressively meritorious and 
just on its face value. 

My thanks again to you all for your kindness and courtesy. 





STATEMENT OF REPRESENTATIVE PAUL A. FINO 


Permit me to congratulate you on your warm understanding of the problems 
of the young men presently bearing arms for our country. 

Your bill, H. R. 587, which will permit those individuals who are in the service 
on or before January 31, 1955, to continue to earn educational benefits is humane 
legislation. It plays fair with the many young men who were promised the 
benefits of education and training by recruiting offices. These men have spent 
the past several months in the service of their country, believing that their inter- 
rupted educations could be resumed with the help of Public Law 550. 

We should always be alert against discouragement of educational training. 
From the ranks of these GI’s may well emerge our future leaders. Their educa- 
tion is important to each of us. 

H. R. 587 deserves the support of everyone interested in just and fair treatment 
for all men in military service prior to or on January 31, 1955. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., January 20, 1955, 
Hon. OLIN E. TEAGUE, 
Chairman, Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR Mr. TEAGUE: I have received your letter of this date concerning H. R. 587, 
which is intended to permit those individuals who are in the service on or before 
January 31, 1955, to continue to earn educational benefits until their discharge, 
or until the maximum of 36 months’ entitlement has been accrued. 

I think this legislation is most timely and just, and it is my intention to sup- 
port it. Many of our younger men have recently enlisted in the armed services 
under a false impression of the benefits to be derived. Inaccurate news stories 
have appeared in some sections of the Nation in this regard. 

I will appreciate your placing this statement in the record. 

Yours very truly, 
OrvIN B. FJAre. 


STATEMENT BY CONGRESSMAN DANIEL J. FLoop 


In view of the recent Executive order curtailing GI benefits as of January 31, 
1955, I urge support for the bill introduced by Representative Olin E. Teague, 
which would extend maximum educational benefits to those men in the Armed 
Forces as of February 1, 1955. 

I just don’t believe the President is serious about this order. If he is, then he 
will run into a storm of protests in this Congress. I shall insist that all those in 
service on January 31 will have the right to earn full and complete educational 
benefits. There is no reason whatsoever why the question of education should be 
treated differently than housing laws, job priority, and mustering-out pay. At 
the same time, now that the President has raised the whole question by his order 
to terminate the educational benefits, I shall go further and ask to have the 
Congress restore certain of the benefits for those entering the armed services 
after January 31. Enlistments have fallen off seriously and there is no doubt 
at all that many of the volunteers signed up to get some of the benefits, espe 
cially education. I intend to see they get it and think Congress will agree 
with me. 
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As you know, these men now in the service have been recruited with the prom- 
ise of these GI benefits, and many men are still enlisting under this inducement. 
Ii is my feeling that Congress has a moral responsibility toward the men now 
in the Armed Forces, insofar as the GI benefits are concerned. Furthermore, the 
Congress has an additional moral responsibility insofar as the future of our 
country is concerned, in that an educated citizenry will be one of this country’s 
most valuable assets. 

It is a known fact that the U. 8. 8S. R. is outproducing the United States in the 
education of engineers. While all fields of education are important, engineering 
is an extremely important field, for it is the engineers of this country who must 
design and produce the material for defense and offense in the case of all-out 
war. This program of educational benefits for veterans, in my opinion, and in 
the opinion of many otier citizens, should by all means be continued. There are 
many intelligent young men being educated under this program, who could not 
attend college if it were not for these education benefits. These men will return 
their knowledge and skills to their country in the form of new developments and 
progress in their chosen fields. 

Of all the GI benefits, this educational program is the most important, and 
should definitely be continued, not only for the men now in service, but indefi- 
nitely. The time spent in service could just as well be used by many of these 
young men to earn the money they need for college; therefore, the Federal 
Government should be responsible for their education. More educated citizens 
will be needed in the future than ever before, and Congress should pass legis- 
lation to guarantee that these veterans, whose education has been interrupted, 
nay continue and complete college work. 





STATEMENT BY CONGRESSMAN WILLIAM T. GRANAHAN 


Chairman Teague and members of the committee, the action of President 
Eisenhower in issuing a proclamation on January 1 terminating the orean 
emergency period as of January 31 of this year—that is, next Monday—has 
raised some serious questions about the rights of personnel who are in the 
service as of January 31. I want to urge favorable consideration of the 
Teague bill now before you which would assure such personnel the right 
to continue accruing educational benefits under the so-called Korean GI bill. 

While there is an entirely new question raised by this action dealing with the 
henefits which should properly go to young men and women who enter the 
service after January 31—a matter which we will have to examine in the 
licht of the sacrifices we are asking these young people to shoulder at a time 
of national peril—the fact remains that there is no question about the rightness 
of taking care of those who went into the service before the termination of the 
Korean emergency. 

Ixxcept for those entering service after January 1 of this year, everyone 
else in the service had a clear-cut understanding of their rights under the 
Korean GI bill, and now for some of them these rights have arbitrarily been 
curtailed. And many of those who entered this month feel they were given 
a misleading story on benefits. 

I don’t think that is right or fair. Some will be unable to amass the re- 
quired service to qualify them for benefits, only because of the accident of 
the particular day or date the President chose to pick for his proclamation. 
Others will have their accrual of benefits suddenly ended for the same reason. 

The Teague bill is a carefully thought-out approach to this problem, and takes 
care of the equities in this situation. Therfore, I urge its approval by this 
committer I am sure, if this committee acts favorably on the measure, it will 
buss the Llouse by overwhelming endorsem 





nt of the membership. 
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In the meantime, and after you have acted on this measure, I hope you 
will then turn your attention to the further problem of treating fairly in this 
respect those who will be: going into the services after January 31. The Presi- 
dent is asking for legislation to maintain a steady stream of young men into 
the Armed Forces for the defense of this Nation and of the free world; a 
course which will mean the continued interruption of schooling and of careers in 
the national interest. I think any action on this matter should include a well- 
thought-out policy on subsequent benefits and rights after these young men 
have completed their required service. 

But the immediate problem, of course, deals with those who are in the 
service as of January 31 and whose rights are curtailed by reason of the 
arbitrary date of the President’s proclamation on the Korean emergency. I 
am sure you will want to do the right thing for these service people. 


STATEMENT OF WILLIAM J. GREEN, JR., MEMBER OF CONGRESS, PENNSYLVANIA 


I wish to place myself on record as being in favor of H. R. 587, introduced by 
Mr. Teague of Texas. Unless some such measure is enacted, an injustice will 
be done the many individuals who have entered the service during the past 
several months expecting to acquire accrual credits toward their education. 

I have recently received many communications from constituents and veteran 
organizations to the effect that the Government is breaking faith with hundreds 
of volunteers who thought that they would be entitled to all benefits until the 
end of their current enlistment. I favor this legislation and urge the committee 
to report it to the House without delay. 





STATEMENT SUBMITTED BY MARTHA W. GRIFFITHS, 17TH DISTRICT OF MICHIGAN 


At the outset I wish to thank the committee for the opportunity of making this 
statement in support of H. R. 587, introduced by Hon. Olin E. Teague of Texas. 

This legislation represents a small measure of justice to those men and women 
in the Armed Forces who entered service prior to the President’s proclamation 
terminating the Korean war emergency as of January 31, 1955, and thereby 
halting the accrual of educational benefits under the Veterans Readjustment 
Assistance Act of 1952. 

This bill, H. R. 587, will permit those individuals in the Armed Forces on or 
before January 31, 1955, to continue to earn educational benefits until their dis- 
charge, or until the maximum of 36 months’ entitlement is obtained. 

Certainly a great number of these service personnel counted upon receiving 
veteran’s educational benefits after discharge. They should not now be denied 
those benefits on short notice, but certainly every American counts on being given 
fair treatment by his Government, and it does not seem fair to me to distinguish 
between this group of veterans of our Armed Forces and other veterans. 

Several inquiries have come to me from residents of my district complaining of 
the sudden end of these GI educational benefits. 

One of this Nation’s greatest assets is a continuing and expanding educational 
system. The GI training program since the close of World War II has enabled 
our institutions of higher learning to expand their facilities to meet the needs 
of our growing population and to train the “brainpower” necessary to maintain 
America’s leadership in economic, agricultural, and productive capacity. 

America can only remain strong and free by continued growth in education. 
Measures which provide wider educational opportunities within our democratic 
framework have my support. 

This bill, H. R. 587, is such a program in my judgment. 


House OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., January 20, 1955. 
Hon. O11n BE, TEAGUE, 
Chairman, Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Mr. CHAIRMAN: Recently I received a letter from a constituent whose 
son is serving in the Armed Forces. At the time of the young man’s enlistment 
he relied upon a statement in the letter signed by an officer in the recruiting 
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service to the effect that upon completion of his enlistment he would have the 
benefit of the educational provisions for veterans. I have an idea that this is 
true of a substantial number of men and women in the service. I realize that 
the fixing of a cutoff date for legislation of this type always presents difficulties, 
but it seems to me that the Congress should make sure that all who have been 
affected in this way will not be deprived of educational benefits. 

For the above reason I trust that H. R. 587 will have your favorable 
consideration. 

Sincerely yours, 
Brooks Hays. 





STATEMENT OF Hon. JAMES G. Futon, 31st DistTrRicrT oF PENNSYLVANIA, IN 
Support oF H. R. 587 


I am glad to testify in support of this bill to permit servicemen to continue 
to earn educational benefits. In view of the recent Presidential proclamation, 
which would terminate the accrual of educational benefits after January 31, 
1955, I feel this legislation is necessary in order to see that any serviceman who 
has already entered the service is dealt with fairly. 

In addition, the men who enlist in the services before January 31, should be 
permitted to accrue these educational benefits. A January 31, 1955, cutoff date 
would so limit the educational benefits as to make them negligible for those 
servicemen who enlisted recently or after the Presidential proclamation. 

Since other benefits are still available to men who enlist prior to January 31, 
1955, it is unfair that the accrual of educational benefits should be stopped at 
that date. Any man who enlisted in the service before the Presidential proclama- 
tion is clearly entitled to continue to accumulate educational benefits as provided 
at the time of his enlistment, and should not have them stopped at an arbitrary 
date. 

It is my understanding that this bill already has the approval of the President 
of the United States as well as the major veterans’ organizations, and I am urging 
that prompt action be taken on this legislation so that no injustice will be done 
to our servicemen. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., January 24, 1955. 
Hon. OLIN B. TEAGUE, 
House Committee on Veterans Affairs, 
House Office Building, Washington, D. C. 


My Drar COLLEAGUE: It was most gracious of you to let me know that the 
House Committee on Veterans’ Affairs was opening its hearings concerning 
H. R. 587. 

It is my belief that this legislation should be approved speedily if for no other 
reason than to demonstrate the good faith of this country toward the members 
of its Armed Forces. Many of the young men who have entered the service 
during recent months have done so in the belief that they would accrue educa- 
tional benefits, and the abrupt termination of those benefits has been a source 
of disillusionment to them and to their families. 

Apart from this, however, I believe in the extenSion of such benefits to service 
personnel. These are extraordinary times in which it is necessary for this 
country, departing from its past traditions, to conscript young men, interrupting 
their normal lives, and postponing the beginning of their careers. Prior to 
World War II, with Armed Forces recruited only on a volunteer basis, it is 
possible that we had no obligation toward the men of our peacetime forces. 
But since it has been necessary for us to place service on a compulsory basis, 
I believe that we owe it to these individuals to smooth their resumption of 
civilian status, and to compensate them for the years which are being lost out 
of their lives. 

I hope that the committee will give prompt approval to H. R. 587. 

With kindest regards, 

Sincerely yours, 


Ricnuarp W. HOrrMan, 
Member of Congress. 
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STATEMENT OF THE HONORABLE LEROY JOHNSON, CALIFORNIA, BEFORE THE CoM 
MITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS, IN BEHALF OF THE Brit, H. R. 587, ON JANUARY 
24, 1955 

, 


Mr. Chairman, I am today appearing before the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs 
for the purpose of lending my support for the enactment of the bill, H. R. 587, 
introduced in the House of Representatives on January 5, 1955, and providing 
that persons serving in the Armed Forces on January 21, 1955, may continue to 
accrue educational benefits under the Veterans’ Readjustment Assistance Act of 
1952. 

Immediately following the President’s proclamation setting the cutoff date as 
January 31, 1955, which would bar accumulation of eligibility for education or 
training under Public Law 550, after this cutoff date, it immediately became 
apparent to Members of Congress, officials of the Armed Forces, and to veterans 
presently serving a tour of duty, that an injustice had arisen, although not by 
design or intent on the part of the President in his proclamation. The President's 
authority in this instance was strictly limited to discretion in fixing a terminal 
or cutoff date. Any question regarding special consideration for certain groups 
affected by the terminal date becomes the prerogative of the Congress and must 
be remedied by legislation. 

It is common knowledge that the recruiting services of the Armed Forces have 
for a number of years been experiencing considerable difficulty in obtaining yolun- 
tary enlistments. To counteract that difficulty, advertising media of the Armed 
Forces for volunteers laid stress on the ultimate educational and training bene- 
fits to be gained under Public Law 550, following honorable discharge from active 
duty. The reaction from the recent cutoff date for such benefits has been twofold : 
It is beginning to unfold a low morale on the part of men now on active duty with 
the Armed Forces, many who volunteered on the premise, or promises by the 
recruiting services, that they would reap the full benefits of Public Law 550; it 
has had a demoralizing effect on volunteer recruiting services of the Armed 
Forces, who previously with the assistance of benefits under Public Law 550 still 
encountered resistance on the part of the young men to volunteer for military 
or naval service. 

To cite a point in fact, relative to the reluctance of young men to volunteer 
for active duty in the Armed Forces, many Members of Congress, including my- 
self, are experiencing difficulty in obtaining sufficient candidates for nominations 
to take the entrance examinations for appointment to the Military Academy at 
West Point and the Naval Academy at Annapolis, notwithstanding the fact that 
these appointments include a full college education and officer commission upon 
graduation. Unquestionably, the youth of the Nation are shying away from active 
military or naval service on a voluntary basis. They would rather wait and take 
their chances on induction into these services. 

I am firm in the belief that the enactment of H. R. 587 will in some measure 
stimulate recruiting on a voluntary basis, possibly raising it to a level that will 
become increasingly important as we continue to drift toward an ominous situa- 
tion that is rearing its ugly hear in the Far East, with the specter of communism 
in the background, 





STATEMENT BY. HON. AUGUSTINE B. KELLEY, DEMOCRAT, OF PENNSYLVANIA 


I want to express my congratulations to the members of this committee of the 
House for acting so promptly. on the matter of assuring educational benefits under 
the Veterans’ Readjustment Assistance Act of 1952 for those persons who are in 
the service prior to January 31 of this year. 

Action on this matter was made necessary by the decision of the President in 
issuing a proclamation on January 1 of this year setting the date of January 
31, 1955, as the end of the Korean emergency period, thus ending the accrual of 
educational benefits after that date. 

I have received some protests from people in Westmoreland County on this 
matter, and everyone is disturbed that we are denying servicemen rights that 
they should have. 

I have looked over the Teague bill and I think it is a good bill to meet this 
problem ; and I urge its enactment. 
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HOovusE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Washington, D. C., January 20, 1955. 
Hon. OLIN E. TEAGUE, 


Chairman, Veterans’ Affairs Committee, 
House Office Building, Washington, D. C. 


Dear Mr. TEAGUE: I have had considerable correspondence from veterans’ 
groups in my district opposing the discontinuance of veterans’ benefits and favor- 
ing enactment of H. R. 587. 

I would like to add my expression to theirs, and go on record with your com- 
mittee as favoring enactment of H. R. 587. 

Sincerely, 


Kari C. KING. 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., January 20, 1955. 
Re H. R. 587, Introduced by Olin Teague, Member of Congress. 
Hon, OLIN TEAGUE, 
Chairman, Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

DeEaR COLLEAGUE: I am submitting the following statement in support of the 
above bill: 

A citizen inducted into the Army, though he owes a duty to serve his country, 
does forego rights and privileges he enjoys as a citizen in private life. In most 
cases his service delays, for at least several years, his progress in a career, 
job seniority, or other plans in life. As a people, we owe the veteran all we 
can do to equalize his opportunity as it compares with a citizen who does not 
serve in the Army. 

It is essential that in the interest of our country, and in this technical age 
that we educate as many of our citizens as possible. 

It has been a principle of our Government to provide free education as a means 
for individuals to attain their maximum opportunity for a satisfying way of 
life, including progress, happiness, and a good standard of living. 

The GI bill has been one of our best assets for this goal. We must bear in 
mind that not every serviceman takes advantage of it, but we must always 
provide ample opportunity for those who do. 

It is our duty also to be fair to our veterans through this bill, H. R. 587, 
because of their deserving service to our country. 

Sincerely, 
CoYA KNUTSON, 
Member of Congress. 


STATEMENT OF HON. OtTTo KRUEGER 


Educational aid for veterans was perhaps the most praiseworthy item in 
the whole grim business of the Korean emergency. To those who were able 
to take advantage of this help, it offered some consideration for the time taken 
from young lives for military training and combat. 

Those who were in service before the termination of the emergency as set 
by the President's proclamation for January 31, 1955, are entitled to the as- 
surance that their services will be realized in the determination of veterans’ 
benefits. 

I am pleased to support H. R. 587, and wholeheartedly approve the principles 
of this measure. 


House OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., January 24, 1955. 
To the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs: 

Thank you for the privilege of appearing before you on behalf of H. R. 587, 
introduced by your chairman, Hon. Olin E. Teague. 

It is not necessary for me to extend my remarks to any great length but I am 
happy to approve the legislation and to urge its adoption by your committee. 
It seems well to me that this whole problem be clarified so that there will be no 
mistaking among the veterans about the matter. 


) 
H 
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Again thanking you for this opportunity of expressing my views on this legisla- 
tion, I am, 
Sincerely yours, 
HENDERSON LANHAM, 


P. S.—This statement doesn’t mean that I approve of the President’s order. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., January 24, 1955. 
Hon. OLIn E. TEAGUE, 
Chairman, House Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
House Office Building, Washington, D.C. 

DEAR Mr. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for your letter of January 20 inviting me to 
testify during the hearings on your bill, H. R. 587, to permit individuals in 
service on or before January 31, 1955, to continue to earn educational benefits. 
I regret that another committee meeting precludes my testifying, and therefore 
I would appreciate it if you would include this letter as part of the record. 

I would like to urge the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs to act favorably and 
promptly on H. R. 587. I am convinced this bill should be enacted if we are to 
prevent injustice to service personnel who volunteered for terms of service of 
greater length than would have been required under the selective-service law in 
the belief that they would thereby accrue additional educational benefits. Many 
of them have made their plans at considerable sacrifice in order to obtain these 
educational benefits. 

As a former member of the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, may I commend 
you on your prompt introduction of this desirable legislation. 

Sincerely, 
W. MAILLIARD, Member of Congress. 


STATEMENT OF REPRESENTATIVE FRED MARSHALL, SIXTH DISTRICT, MINNESOTA 


Mr. Chairman, the question before your committee is simply a question of 
equity. It involves an obligation assumed by the Government through the Con- 
gress to young men called upon to serve in our Armed Forces. 

By our own action in the 82d Congress we established certain benefits for 
veterans of military service in order to provide vocational readjustment and to 
restore lost educational opportunities. 

The President ordered these benefits terminated on January 31, 1955, by his 
New Year’s Day proclamation. In effect, the proclamation declared further 
service to be “peacetime service” and ended the benefits provided for veterans of 
the Korean conflict. 

We know, of course, that no treaty of peace has been accomplished. Hostilities 
were suspended by the armistice of July 23, 1953, but our Government still holds 
Communist China to be an aggressor in Korea. The basic issue of the conflict 
is not resolved ; action is merely suspended. 

In light of this, I doubt if any of us can regard present military service as 
peacetime service. Our forces are necessarily maintained at combat readiness 
at stations around the world and the men who are inducted or enlist in our 
services are aware of the obligations which they accept. 

In turn, therefore, I think it is important that we recognize the nature 
of this service and continue the benefits we have provided for those completing 
their obligated active duty. It is especially important that we be fair to those 
now in service, many of whom have volunteered in order to earn the oppor- 
tunities a greatful Nation has provided. 

While it is true that the GI bill was never intended to be an incentive for 
enlistment nor an educational subsidy, it is proper that we should recognize 
the practical effects realized in this regard. 

At the same time the real problems of readjustment and lost educational 
opportunities which prompted the original legislation are as compelling today 
as they were then. You cannot ask 2 years out of the life of a young man with- 
out interrupting or interfering with the normal development by which he as- 
sumes his place in the community. 

The problem is a comparatively new one in American life, but so is the mainte- 
nance of a huge military force requiring compulsory service. In the past the 
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family and the young man himself provided the means or sought the opportuni- 
ties which enabled him to become a productive member of the community. 

Military service has disrupted this pattern and has resulted in lost oppor- 
tunities. It returns men to the community at an age when establishing them- 
selves in an occupation is more immediately imperative. To make the adjust- 
ment as quickly and smoothly as passible, the so-called GI bill provided assistance 
in a variety of ways. 

The arbitrary choice of January 31, 1955, as a termination date does not 
seem to be based on any known set of facts which would mark the transition 
to so-called peacetime service. There have been no significant changes in 
the situation since the armistice that would appear to warrant such an as- 
sumption. : 

Because of this, I think we are bound in fairness to at least keep our com- 
mitment to the men already in service who will complete their service after 
January 31. It is a matter of keeping faith with those already on active duty 
who expected the program to continue inasmuch as no prior indication of termina- 
tion was made public. 

Apart from these considerations, there is the greater consideration of the 
tremendous influence this program has had on American business and American 
agriculture. It has been a good investment in the growth of our economy and 
in the general well-being of our citizenry. 

It has given young men an opportunity to acquire farms and adopt the best 
of modern farming practices. It has given others the training and education 
to prepare for the professions and the highly skilled positions of industry, 
business, and science. 

The need for new skills and better training will not decrease in an atomic age. 
As industry and agriculture become more complex, the need for men expertly 
trained to take best advantage of the wonders of scientific progress will continue 
to grow. 

The advances of the laboratory and drawing board are meaningless unless we 
have men prepared to put them to use for the good of the Nation and its people. 
Edueation for the farm and the factory has become more expensive as it has 
hecome more extensive, and in many cases the family alone can no longer provide 
the means. 

Here the GI bill has filled the need and has helped the young man to help 
himself to make his own way. It has created opportunities for the veteran and 
opportunities for the Nation. 

I want to commend the chairman and the committee in behalf of the veterans 
of my district for the promptness with which you have undertaken legislative 
action in this matter. I hope that the House will soon have the opportunity 
to vote for the best bill your efforts will produce. 

Thank you for permitting me to join with my colleagues and the representatives 
of our veterans’ organizations in testifying in support of the legislation. 





STATEMENT OF CONGRESSMAN GporGE P. MILLER 


First I want to congratulate the chairman of the Committee on Veterans’ 
Affairs, the Honorable Oliver E. Teague, of Texas, for introducing this bill. He 
acted with dispatch and celerity in the interest of the men in the armed services. 

The action of the President in issuing a proclamation terminating the Korean 
emergency as of January 31, 1955, among other things, ended the accrual of 
educational benefits to men in uniform as of that date. 

Young men who were called for service anticipated they would be entitled to 
the educational benefits of the Korean GI bill of rights. They found that this 
privilege had faded into mist with the issuance of the proclamation. 

In our national interest we should reestablish the educational benefits for men 
now in the service. The country will be the better off for it in the long haul. 

We disrupt the orderly processes of education when we induct young men 
into the armed services. Normally many high-school graduates would go on 
to college who having had their education interrupted, will not seek higher 
education but will drift into the employment field poorly equipped to meet the 
competition they face there. 

We all recognize the entitlement of our young men to complete their educa- 
tion—nay we encouraged them to do so by the enactment of the so-called GI bill 
of rights for World War II veterans and complementary legislation for Korean 
veterans. 
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I urge the speedy adoption of this bill to relieve the mental shock given those 
with the major portion of their armed services behind them. They will do a 
better job—their morale will be higher when they know H. R. 587 has become a 
law. 

Our democracy is built upon an informed literate, educated electorate. We 
want those who have served in the uniformed ranks of our country in time of 
emergency to be the hard core of that democracy. Let us recognize the moral 
obligations we have to Korean veterans by the immediate passage of this bill. 

I submit to you that the compelling reasons that justified the adoption of this 
legislation originally have not been dissipated with the legalism of declaring the 
Korean emergency at an end. 

As long as we involuntarily induct men into the armed services we have that 
moral obligation to assist them in obtaining the all important education that we 
do violently interrupt. 

Do we want to impose an added burden on those who served by placing them 
under a handicap in obtaining an education? That is just what we do if we fail 
to adopt and write into law the provisions of Mr. Teague’s bill. 





STATEMENT OF THE HONORABLE THOMAS P. O'NEILL, JR., 111TH CONGRESSIONAI 
DISTRICT OF MASSACHUSETTS 


Mr. Chairman, and members of the committee, I wish to be recorded in full 
support of the legislation under consideration today—H. R. 587—to permit all 
those persons now in our Armed Forces, and those who are inducted before 
January 31, 1955, to continue to accrue educational benefits under the Korean 
GI bill of 1952. 

All of us know how the educational benefits extended in the past by our Gov- 
ernment have raised the educational levels of our young people—men and women 
upon whom the future of the United States must depend. I am proud of the 
results of this program, and all of those who have taken advantage of the 
opportunities offered to them. 

Prior-to the issuance of the proclamation by President Eisenhower, those en- 
tering the service could look forward to a Maximum of 36 months of educational 
benents. Many of the individuals now in our Armed Forces entered with the 
thought both of serving their country, and furthering themselves at the termina- 
tion of their service through education they might not otherwise have been able 
to secure. 

The amount of educational benefits for which these veterans are eligible is 
computed at the rate of 14% days for every day of active military or naval sery- 
ice. In order to acquire the maximum of 36 months, an individual must accumu- 
late points during a minimum of 24 months active duty. 

To proclaim January 31 as the date upon which all accrual of educational 
benefits must terminate is grossly unfair to those who entered the service prior 
to that date, depending upon the promise at the time of their induction that they 
might accumulate full educational benefits. 

ibe legislation now betore us will correct this situation, and I earnestly rec- 
ommend prompt action by this committee which will lead to its eventual enact- 
ment into law. 


STATEMENT BY REPRESENTATIVE HAROLD C. OSTERTAG 


In justice and fairness to men who enter the armed services by the end of this 
month, the educational benefits provided in the so-called Korean GI bill of rights 
should be extended to them. I am in full accord with the view that they should 
be permitted to qualify for educational benefits until their discharge or until 
the maximum of 36 months’ entitlement has been accrued. 

While the termination date of January 31 for the accrual of such benefits was 
contained in the President’s Executive order which ended the so-called basic 
service period, it is now evident that there was no intention on the part of the 
Chief Executive to deprive men in service before that date of their right to con- 
tinue to earn educational benefits as provided by law. While it is true that most 
of these men have not been involved in hostilities, neither were many who have 
already profited by the GI educational-benefits program. All entered service 
subject to duty where required. Ali entered with the expectation that they 
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would be eligible for certain benefits as the result of their service. We expect 
them to keep faith with the United States. The United States must keep faith 
with them. 





Howse OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., January 21, 1955. 
Hon, OLin B. TEAGUE, 
Chairman, Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
House of Representatives, Washington 25, D. C. 
Dear OLIN: I just want you to know that I am very much in favor of your bill, 
H. R. 587. 
If you list the Members who would like to be recorded as favoring the bill, 
please list my name, and oblige. 
Sincerely yours, 
WrIGHT PATMAN. 





STATEMENT OF REPRESENTATIVE J. L. PILCHER 


Chairman Teague and members of the committee, I am delighted to be able to 
tell this honorable committee this morning to speak in favor of the bill which you, 
Mr. Chairman, have introduced on the first day of session of the 84th Congress, 
namely, H. R. 587. 

The President’s proclamation, issued on January 1 this year, will, unless cor- 
rected by your proposal, bring to an end on January 31, 1955, any further accumu- 
lation of education time under the Korean GI bill of rights—Public Law 550 of 
the 82d Congress. 

After thorough study and reflection it would appear to me a matter of equity 
that we should diligently work for and pass the Teague bill and permit these 
men already in the service to continue to accrue education time under the law 
until at least the time of their first enlistment period expiration. To do other- 
wise would be to break faith with the many men who went into one of the 
branches of our Armed Forces on the assumption that they would get the full 
benefits of the education program. There is ample evidence that the provisions 
of the GI bill were used as inducements and incentives for enlistment in the 
Armed Forces. To deny the men now serving in the Armed Forces or those that 
go in between now and January 31 the right to full education and training 
benefits would, in my opinion, be a great injustice and one totally out of keeping 
with the spirit of fair play which should motivate the dealings of the Government 
in all of its dealings with its citizens. I realize, of course, that there has to bea 
delimiting date; but I believe that the enactment of H. R. 587 is the only available 
solution toward meeting the situation in a fair, just, and equitable manner. 

I have talked with several Members of the House about this proposal, Mr. 
Chairman, and I have had considerable correspondence urging its prompt 
enactment. I have yet to encounter the individual who did not believe the 
provisions of H. R. 587 to be reasonable and meritorious. Therefore, I would, 
at this time, like to add my endorsement for the passage of the bill, and further 
believe that same should be acted upon and passed as quickly as possible. I wish 
to commend you, Mr. Chairman, and this committee, for acting so promptly to 
hold hearings on this subject, and you may count upon my support for this 
measure when it reaches the floor of the House for consideration by the Members 
of that body. 





STATEMENT OF Hon. RicnArp H. Porr, A REPRESENTATIVE IN CONGRESS FROM THE 
STATE OF VIRGINIA, CONCERNING H. R. 587 


I am grateful for the opportunity to support H. R. 587, introduced by your 
distinguished chairman. 

President Eisenhower’s January 1, 1955, proclamation was a necessary step. 
While the necessity was apparent, it nevertheless required a great measure of 
courage to take it. Most courageous actions are subject to criticism, sometimes 
born of misunderstanding and emotionalism. Despite the need, the justification, 
and the courage, however, it has developed that the proclamation will work 
some injustices and personal hardship, which apparently were not originally 
anticipated. 
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One of the most important of these is the impact upon educational benefits 
and upon the on-the-job and on-the-farm training programs. Unquestionably, 
many voluntary enlistments have been motivated by the benefits authorized by 
the so-called Korean GI bill. Many young men, anxious to discharge their 
military obligation in such a way as not to interfere with their educational 
career, have voluntarily enlisted in the armed services after high-school gradua- 
tion. Under the law as it existed when they enlisted, they were promised that 
they would be financially compensated for the interruption of their higher 
education. Relying on that promise, many of them have already accumulated 
a small period of entitlement. Those who enlisted six months ago would, 
under the present formula, be entitled to barely a year’s training. Those who 
have enlisted since that time will have, for all practical purposes, lost their entire 
entitlement. 

Accordingly, if the President’s proclamation is to apply to educational benefits, 
enlistees will have relied to their detriment upon a promise held out to them 
as an inducement to enlistment. All the laws of equity dictate a correction of 
this injustice. Every man in the service and every man who enlisted prior to 
January 31, 1955, should be allowed, by service beyond that date, to continue 
to accumulate the additional entitlement held out by their government as a 
promise of reward for military service. 

I was pleased to see that when this harsh result was called to the President's 
attention, he was quick to agree that it should be remedied. Fair play requires 
prompt and favorable action by this committee. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., January 21, 1955. 


Hon. Ovin E. TEAGUE, 
Chairman, Committee on Veterans, Affairs, 
856 House Office Building, Washington, D. C. 
Dear Mr. CHAIRMAN: The bill, H. R. 587, which you have introduced has my 
enthusiastic support and I hope the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs will report 


it favorably. 

It seems to me that simple justice demands that all individuals who are in 
the armed services on or prior to January 31, 1955, should be permitted to earn 
educational benefits until they are discharged or until the maximum 36 months’ 
entitlement has accrued. 

If you care to make this letter a part of the official record, it will be appreciated. 

Sincerely yours, 
WINsTON L. Proury, 
Member of Congress. 


STATEMENT OF Hon. Louis C. RABAUT OF MICHIGAN TO THE COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ 
AFFAIRS IN SUPvortT oF H. R. 587, WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 26, 1955 


Mr. Chairman, I wish to go on record with your committee as being whole- 
heartedly in support of your bill, H. R. 587, the intent of which is to permit those 
individuals who are in the service on or before January 31, 1955, to continue 
to earn educational benefits until their discharge, or until the maximum of 36 
months’ entitlement has been accrued. 

Sarlier this month I received from your committee copies of the President’s 
proclamation issued on January 1, 1955, and was amazed at the termination 
of certain veteran benefits it contained—benefits which I have always con- 
sidered as being matters of simple justice of treatment for men and women who 
have served their country by sacrificing important formative years of their 
lives. One of these curtailments which particularly concerned me was the 
termination of education and training benefits under Public Law 550 of the 
82d Congress, proclaiming that no additional eligibility for education and train- 
ing may be accumulated by our veterans now in service after January 31, 19565, 
and further, that those persons first entering service after that date acquire no 
eligibility for these benefits at all. 

It is my personal feeling there is no excuse for curtailing benefits to veterans, 
especially the much-needed, beneficial, and publicly approved college scholar- 
ships, which are an important protection to the veteran to ease his readjust- 
ment to civilian life after he has performed his duty of sacrificing a period 
of his normal peacetime living for the good of his country. 
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I am glad to have this opportunity to submit a statement in support of this 
type of legislation to be included in the record of the committee. 





STATEMENT BY GeEorGE M. Ruopes, M. C. (Pa.), January 25, 1955, Berore 
COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS 


Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I welcome this opportunity to 
express my views on the question of veteran benefits. 

I strongly urge that continued and careful consideration be given to benefits 
granted to the veterans of our country. 

I do not feel that discontinuation of benefits to the men and women who 
served during the Korean action and who entered the service after its termina- 
tion will be beneficial to the country. 

Among the most important provisions granted were educational benefits and 
medical care. These provisions played an important part in encouraging indi- 
viduals to enter the service. Xducational benefits were exceptionally strong 
inducements in recruiting programs. Among other provisions, I also feel that 
the continuation of the facilities and services of the Veterans’ Administration is 
important. 

it is, therefore, my strong belief that everyone recruited prior to the Presi- 
dent’s proclamation must be guaranteed the benefits as they stood prior to the 
proclamation. If January 31, 1955 marks the end of the Korean emergency 
period, I urge that accrual of educational benefits be extended for each member 
of the armed services to cover the period of his overall enlistment. I also urge 
that the discontinuation of certain medical benefits be reconsidered. It would 
he a grave injustice to deny veterans the benefits they are now receiving. 
From my own experience in working on cases of veterans needing medical care, 
[ have come to the conclusion that there is a dire need for improving the law. 

It is my hope that as long as it is essential to draft our young men into the 
service we will continue to compensate them as we did our veterans of World 
War II for the sacrifice such service usually means. We cannot in fairness and 
in good faith ignore our responsibility and our promises to these men. 


STATEMENT OF CONGRESSMAN KENNETH A. ROBERTS BEFORE HoUusSE COMMITTEE 
ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS RELATING TO H. R. 587 


Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I wish to express my apprecia- 
tion for this opportunity to submit the following statement to you in behalf of 
H. R. 587, a bill to provide that persons serving in the Armed Forces on January 
61, 1955, may continue to accrue educational benefits under the Veterans’ Read- 
justment Assistance Act of 1952. 

The 82d Congress enacted Public Law 550, “to provide vocational readjustment 
and to restore lost educational opportunities to certain persons who served in 
the Armed Forces on or after June 27, 1950, and prior to such date as shall be 
fixed by the President or the Congress * * *.” The President on January 1 
issued a proclamation establishing January 31, 1955, as the termination of the 
Korean emergency period. In accordance with Public Law 550, the termination 
of the emergency period will also end the accrual of educational benefits. The 
enactment of H. R. 587 would assure those individuals in service on or before 
January 31, 1955, the privilege of continuing to accrue educational benefits until 
their discharge and would eliminate any possibility of an injustice, with respect 
to this act, occurring to any individual serving in the Armed Forces prior to the 
issuance of the President’s proclamation. 

I am happy to say I supported the enactment of Public Law 550 in the 82d 
Congress and I wish to support the enactment of H. R. 587 in an effort to avoid 
any misunderstanding or misinterpretation of the Veterans’ Readjustment 
Assistance Act. 

Mr. Chairman, at this time, I would also like to commend the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs, which I feel has done such excellent work in both honoring 
and protecting the veterans of America. The original GI bill of rights was 
indeed a bill of remarkable vision, a supreme concept, and, in my opinion, ex- 
tremely rewarding to both the individual and the entire Nation. It was a gen- 
cerous act upon the part of the taxpayers who so wholeheartedly supported this 
program, as one sign of their token of esteem for the sacrifice the young men of 
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America made in service to their country during World War II. There was 
similar public demand and approval that an “educational rights” bill be enacted 
for those men serving in the Korean war. It is a credit to this committee that 
its members carefully studied the operation and history of the original GI bill 
of rights and in drafting Public Law 550, drew up legislation which eliminated 
any of the abuses that had developed under the original bill. In this way the 
committee protected the veteran, retained his educational benefits for him, and 
at the same time protected the taxpayers. 

The GI bill of rights legislation has helped and is helping the veteran help 
himself. It is one way in which our Government can help a young man regain 
through education, the time, and normal advancement he has lost while on 
military duty. It helps the individual veteran obtain a higher standard of living 
which, in turn, increases the level of the Nation’s prosperity. It is indeed of 
greater benefit to both the veteran and the country to give the veteran a better 
life through advancing his education, than to reward him with a small bonus, 
quickly spent. The young men of the United States have shown their fine heritage 
in the sacrifices they have so willingly made for their country, and they deserve 
to be respected, honored, and rewarded in a like manner. This all the citizens, 
taxpayers, and Congress have tried to do in supporting “educational benefits” 
legislation. 

In my opinion, H. R. 587 is a perfecting amendment to Public Law 550, 82d 
Congress, which would facilitate the implementation of this law and would 
assure any deserving veteran the educational rights which Congress intended 
that he have. I hope H. R. 587 will be enacted without delay. 





STATEMENT OF Hon. JOHN J. ROONEY 


I am wholeheartedly in favor of H. R. 587 which will permit those individuals 
who are in the service of our country on or before January 31, 1955, to continue 
to earn educational benefits until their discharge, or until the maximum of 36 
months’ entitlement has been accrued. 

In view of the President’s proclamation on January 1, 1955, in which he set 
the date of January 31, 1955, as the end of the Korean emergency period, I firmly 
believe that such legislation is necessary and desirable to avoid the possibility 
that any person who enters the service prior to the President’s proclamation 
will in any way be deprived of benefits or dealt with unfairly. 

It is my sincere and earnest hope that your committee will take favorable 
action upon such legislation at this time. 


House OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., January 20, 1955, 
Hon, O.iIn E. TEAGUE, 
Chairman, Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. TEAGUE: Please be advised that I am in hearty support of H. R. 557, 
which you have introduced to permit those individuals who are in the service on 
or before January 31, 1955, to continue to earn educational benefits until their 
discharge, or until the maximum of 36 months’ entitlement has been accrued. 

It would be bad faith on the part of our Government if we in any way withdrew 
a benefit which may have induced a person to enter the service. 

I regret that it is impossible for me to be present on Monday. I hope that you 
will make this statement part of the record. 

Sincerely, 
CHARLES A. VANIK 


STATEMENT OF THE HONORABLE JOHN C. WATTS 


Mr. Chairman, it affords me a source of genuine pleasure to submit this state 
ment in support of the bill (H. R. 587) which would permit those entering the 
military service on or before January 31, 1955, to continue to accrue entitlement, 
up to a maximum of 36 months, to educational benefits. Prefacing my remarks, 
I would like to state it is a disappointment to me that other official engagements 
preclude my personally testifying in connection with this measure. I want 
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also to congratulate you upon your promptness in observing this pronounced 
inequity and your efforts to provide remedial action. This action on your part 
is not surprising, Mr. Chairman, because those of us who know you realize the 
depth of your sincerity and interest in the welfare of our soldiers and veterans. 

Certainly, in my notion, no one can justifiably oppose the provisions of this 
measure. It merely provides for the carrying out of a contractual obligation on 
the part of our Government to those entering the services prior to the announced 
cutoff date of January 31. It merely poses a factual situation to state that 
those individuals who have entered the services, especially those entering before 
the promulgation date of the President’s proclamation, had a right to assume 
they would be entitled to receive all benefits provided for under existing law. 
It could very well be said, Mr. Chairman, that these existing provisions of the 
law constituted part and parcel of their “contract of employment.” And, in 
this view, is truly an obligation on the part of the United States to those mem- 
bers of our various Military Establishments falling within the purview of the 
category prescribed under H. R. 587. 

According to reports appearing in the press, the President has evidenced con- 
siderable interest in having enacted some amendatory provisions of the character 
your bill represents. If true, this is certainly most gratifying and supports the 
contention that the treatment that would flow from the provisions of the procla- 
mation would result in serious inequities and be grounds upon which a charge 
of “changing the rules in the middle of the game” against our Government could 
be substantially and reasonably supported. I assure you, Mr. Chairman, of my 
wholehearted support of the measure you have introduced. I want to help in 
any way I can and trust you will have no hesitancy in calling upon me for any 
assistance you may feel I can render in getting it through the House. 

I urge upon the committee the need for prompt and expeditious handling. 





STATEMENT OF VICTOR WICKERSHAM, CONGRESSMAN FROM THE SIXTH DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF OKLAHOMA 


I wish to be recorded in support of your bill, H. R. 587, which would permit 
those individuals who are in the service on or before January 31, 1955, to continue 
to earn educational benefits until their discharge or until the maximum of 36 
months’ entitlement has been accrued. 

I agree completely with you that this is the only fair and equitable thing to 
do to eliminate the possibility that any person who enters the service prior to 
January 31, 1955, will be dealt with unfairly. I trust there will be an early 
cpportunity to consider this legislation in the House for I feel that the wide 
publicity that would result from early passage would tend to strengthen morale 
of the men and women in the service who have been and are counting on these 
benefits. 


House OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., January 22, 1955. 
Hon. OLIN TEAGUE, 
Chairman, Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
House Office Building, Washington, D. C. 


Dear Mr. CHAIRMAN: This is to acknowledge receipt of your letter of January 
20 stating you had introduced a bill, H. R. 587, to permit individuals who are in 
the service on or before January 31, 1955, to continue to earn additional benefits: 
until their discharge or until a maximum of 36 months’ retirement has been 
accrued, 

I am of the opinion this legislation is necessary in order to eliminate any possi- 
bility of a person who entered the service prior to the President’s proclamation 
being dealt with unfairly. I trust the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs will report 
the legislation favorably and at an early date. I will be glad to cooperate in 
its passage in every way possible. 

Very sincerely yours, 


CHARLES A. WOLVERTON. 
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House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., January 21, 1955. 


Hon. O11n E. TEAGUE, 
House Office Building, Washington, D. C. 


Dear COLLEAGUE: I am interested in H. R. 587, and am convinced that it should 
receive favorable consideration by your committee and the House. 

Failure to pass such legislation will place an unfair distribution of the vet- 
-eran benefits to those who are in the service on January 31, 1955. 

I sincerely hope that your committee will see its way clear to favorably 
report this bill. 

Cordially yours, 
J. ArTHUR YOUNGER, M. C., 
Ninth District, California. 





STATEMENT OF Hon. CLEMENT J. ZABLOCKI, FoURTH DISTRICT OF WISCONSIN 


Mr. Chairman, I certainly appreciate this opportunity to endorse H. R. 587, 
the bill intended to permit those individuals who are on active duty with our 
Armed Forces on or before January 31, 1955, to continue to earn educational 
benefits until their discharge, or until the maximum of 36 months’ entitlement 
has been accrued. 

The recent proclamation of the President, issued on January 1, 1955, terminates 
the accumulation of educational eligibility after January 31, and provides that 
persons first entering service after such date acquire no eligibility for the 
benefits. As I understand it, the bill which is presently being considered by 
your committee is deemed necessary to eliminate the possibility that any person 
who enters the service prior to the President's proclamation will be dealt with 
unfairly. 

During the past 2 weeks I received numerous letters from individual veterans, 
from servicemen, and from various veterans’ groups, deploring the present ten- 
dency to economize in Government by curtailing the benefits of those who have 
served their country in time of need. These individuals and groups strongly 
protest against this trend, and feel that it is detrimental to the morale and 
to the maintenance of the required strengh of our Armed Forces. 

Almost without exception, the correspondences which I received on this sub- 
ject favor the passage of H. R. 587. In view of this, I urge your committee’s 
early and favorable consideration of this measure. 





STATEMENT (OF THE CATHOLIC WAR VETERANS OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
ON H. R. 587 


My name is Rosario Scibilia, of Brooklyn, N. Y. I am executive director of 
the Catholic War Veterans of the United States of America. In the name of our 
Commander Thomas Cuite, our membership, and personally, I would like to 
thank the committee for permitting the presentation of our views on the legis- 
lation at hand. 

The Catholic War Veterans of the United States of America is a national or- 
ganization of veterans of the United States Armed Forces. It was founded 20 
years ago to promote a greater devotion to the patriotic ideals of our Nation. 
Foremost in our interest and programing is the welfare of our fellow veteran. 

The committee has under consideration the extension of the educational ben- 
efits under the Veterans’ Readjustment Assistance Act of 1952. Although 
Catholic War Veterans would like some consideration on the extension of all 
wartime benefits until there be a cessation of the “state of emergency,” we fully 
realize that is extraneous at this time. 

We join our fellow veterans in strong support of this H. R. 587 because— 

(1) We are cegnizant of the dignity and worth of the individual in a free 
society ; 

(2) An education for our youth is a development of our National’s most 
valuable human resource ; 
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(3) We need an informed citizenry as an effective instrument in the battle 
of inen’s minds to combat foreign ideologies : 

(4) The ex-serviceman is a vital force in the prosperity and well-being of 
our Nation. Selfishly, we should assist him to improve and rehabilitate 
himself, and reevaluate his direction in life. 

(5) The cutoff date of January 31, 1955 would, in our considered judg- 
ment, arbitrarily terminate educational benefits which the serviceman, in 
sood faith, expected to receive. To withhold credit for time to be spent 
in service after January 81, 1955, from individuals who entered service 
prior to that date, would work a definite hardship and be an injustice to 
said individuals. 

This presentation is made with the full realization that our national strength 
ix nourished on the firm foundation of the training and education rendered our 
youth. 

Respectfully submitted. 


STATEMENT BY BERNARD WEITZER, NATIONAL LEGISLATIVE DirEctTOR, JEWISH WAR 
VETERANS OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, FOR THE HOUSE VETERANS AFFAIRS’ 
ComMMITTER RE H. R. SS7 


It is a greatly appreciated privilege to present to you on behalf of the Jewish 
War Veterans of the United States of America our approval of H. R. 587. 

The passage of this bill is important because it assures fairness and equity of 
treatment to the men and women in the Armed Forces on on before January 31, 
1955, in respect to the educational benefits provided for in the Veterans’ Read- 
justment Assistance Act of 1952. Through H. R. 5S7 such members of the Armed 
Forces can continue their entitlement to the educational benefits for the period 
of their service extending beyond January 31, 1955, just as they were led to 
expect they would be when they enlisted or were inducted into the Armed Forces. 

There is no greater obligation of our Government than to keep faith with its 
people, particularly people who are called upon or who offer themselves for serv- 
ice in our Armed Forces, Although it is a universal obligation to serve in the 
defense of our country, it is difficult except in case of disablement or death to 
attempt to measure the sacrifice which such service entails. Fortunately, it has 
been traditional for our country to make some recompense for the disabilities 
incurred and for the widows and orphans. 

Your committee has served the veteran well through the GI bill of rights for 
veterans of World War IT and for those who served during the Korean emer- 
vency and the uncertain period subsequent to that emergency, 

In many ways perhaps the most important feature of the GI bill of rights has 
been the opportunity for further schooling at all educational levels. The cost of 
that schooling has been repaid many times over by inestimable economic values 
returned to our country. Furthermore, it has helped each individual who par- 
ticipated to more nearly fulfill his talents and his capacity to be a greater pro- 
ducer and a better citizen. 

We respectfully and earnestly urge your committee to report this bill favorably 
and to do all you can to have it passed and enacted into law as soon as possible. 


The CratrMan. Our next witness this morning will be the repre- 
sentatives of the Veterans’ Administration. 

We have present with us today representatives of the Veterans’ Ad- 
ministration, from whom we would be glad to hear at this time. 

Will each of you please come forward, and state your full name and 
title for the record 4 
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STATEMENT OF GUY H. BIRDSALL, ASSISTANT ADMINISTRATOR 
FOR LEGISLATION, VETERANS’ ADMINISTRATION, ACCOMPANIED 
BY SAM H. COILE, ASSISTANT DEPUTY ADMINISTRATOR FOR 
VOCATIONAL REHABILITATION AND EDUCATION, VETERANS’ 
ADMINISTRATION 


Mr. Brrpsatit. Mr. Chairman, my name is Guy H. Birdsall, and 
I am the Assistant Administrator for Legislation of the Veterans’ 
Administration. 

Mr. Comte. Mr. Chairman, I am Sam H. Coile, Assistant Deputy 
Administrator for Vocational Rehabilitation and Education, Vet- 
erans’ Administration. 

The CnatrmMan. I would like to point out to the members of the 
committee that you have in front of you a report from the Veterans’ 
Administration which you might follow and find beneficial to make 
reference to as we proceed. 

Mr. Birdsall, you may proceed in whatever way you care to, sir. 

Mr. Birpsauy. I believe, Mr. Chairman, that at this time it would 
be well to cover the salient facts of this report on H. R. 587. 

The principal purpose of the bill is indicated both by its title and 
the statement by its sponsor, which appeared in the appendix of the 
Congressional Record of January 6, 1955. 

It would permit persons continuing in the active service beyond 
January 31, 1955, the terminal date of the Korean conflict period 
fixed by the President’s proclamation for the purpose of various 
veterans’ benefits, to accrue additional entitlement to education and 
training based upon service after that date. The bill is therefore 
aimed at equalizing the opportunity for this group to attain a sub- 
stantial educational benefit under the Veterans’ Readjustment As- 
sistance Act of 1952 with that enjoyed by those who completed their 
service prior to the end of the basic period. 

Under the Veterans’ Readjustment Assistance Act of 1952, the basic 
service period governing eligibility for its benefits is defined in each 
case as the period beginning on June 27, 1950, and ending on such date 
as shall be determined by Presidential proclamation or concurrent 
resolution of the Congress. However, the amount of entitlement to 
education or training which a veteran meeting the basic eligibility 
criteria of the act may receive is measured by 114 times the duration 
of his active services within such period. 

Since January 31, 1955, has now been fixed as the termination date 
of such basic service period by the President’s proclamation of Jan- 
uary 1, 1955, persons now in service will be unable to accrue additional 
entitlement to education and training after January 31,1955. In the 
extreme case, the entitlement of a person entering service on that 
date would yield an insignificant 114 days of education or training 
which, of course, could be of no practical use. The same problem, in 
gradually lessening degree, will exist with reference to large numbers 
of servicemen who have entered the Armed Forces at earlier times but 
have not yet served for a sufficient period to accrue that amount of 
entitlement for education and training which will provide the neces- 
sary readjustment assistance when they are separated from active 
service, 
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The maximum of such education and training under existing law 
is 36 months, providing for example, a 4-year college course. 

The situation with respect to educational and vocational assistance 
contrasts with that which obtains with respect to the other readjust- 
ment benefits. As to these, the same person who received entitlement 
to only 11% days of education or training could, if he meets the other 
conditions for eligibility, be entitled to the full quantum of the benefits, 
since such other benefits are not measured by the duration of active 
service during the period June 27, 1950 through January 31, 1955. 

What is meant by that is that he receives, by serving before Feb- 
ruary 1, 1955, the status, shall we say, comparable to what you have as 
a war veteran. 

No length of service is required in some instances, and where the 
eligibility requirement is “service of 90 days,” but does not say “within 
the period,” we would take such a case where he enlisted on January 31, 
and count the subsequent service to make up the 90 days’ eligibility. 
However, when you get into the question of education ‘and training, 
the benefit is measured by length of service. 

It should be noted that the bill will retain the requirement that for 
purposes of basic eligibility a person must have entered service on or 
prior to January 31, 1955. 

The privilege which it would establish of permitting persons in 
service on that date to accure additional educational entitlement by 
reason continuing after that date would be subject to the present maxi- 
mum of 36 months’ entitlement to educational and training benefits. 

The bill would have an added distinctive feature in that the 8- -year 
period prescribed by section 213 of the act as limiting the time within 
which education or training may be afforded would be measured from 
the first discharge or release from active service after January 31, 
1955, in these cases, and would not be limited by the presently appli- 
cable final closing date of January 31, 1963. 

However, in apparent recognition of the fact that, unless restricted, 
this would permit long service career personnel to receive training at 
a remote time in the future, the bill would specify a final terminal date 
of January 31, 1967, beyond which no training could be provided for 
any individual. 

This would, in effect, result in a 4-year extension of the life of the 
education and training program. 

The Crarrman. Mr. Birdsall, would you please elaborate upon that 
section which you are covering now? 

Mr. Birpsatu. The bill does two things, of course: First of all, it 
allows the accruing of entitlement beyond January 31, 1955, and in 
another section it extends the overall ending date of the program 
4 years, probably taking cognizance of the fact that a man, we will 
say, may have a 3- or 4-year enlistment, and to apply the termination 
date of 1963 for a 4-year span of education, would give little time 
to enter school. I believe that was the basis for the section in the bill 
extending the date to take care of the longer enlistment cases. 

The Cuarrman,. If we follow what I assume to be the recommenda- 
tion of the Veterans’ Administration on that particular provision, are 
we not cutting it rather close? 

Mr. Brrnsary. Mr. Chairman, I am very glad you asked that ques- 
tion at this time, and Mr. Coile, I am sure, w vould be happy to go into 
that in more detail. 
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Mr. Com. Mr. Congressman, I think that it is apparent if the 1963 
termination date is retained, a man who has just now enlisted for a pe- 
riod of 4 years would have, beyond his discharge, 4 additional years in 
which to take his course. 

The Cuarrman. In which to take the course, or in which to initiate 
it? 

Mr. Core. In which to finish it. 

In other words, it would require him to commence his course of study 
immediately following his discharge. They would have 4 years while 
they are still in service to make up their minds as to the course they 
desire to pursue and the school at which they wish to pursue it. 

I think our interest is, Mr. Chairman, that there would be just a 
small residue of training after 1963 under this bill, and the adminis- 
trative costs for that small residue of the program during this 4 years 
would be entirely out of proportion to the usual administrative costs 
in connection with this type of legislation. 

The Cuarrman. Do any members of the committee have any ques- 
tions on that provision of the bill at this time ? 

If not, Mr. Birdsall, you may proceed. 

Mr. Brrpsati. Under existing provisions, the governing terminal 
date, January 31, 1963, applies to all persons discharged less than 8 
years prior to that date irrespective of whether they had accrued max- 
imum or merely partial entitlement. Accordingly, the proposed ex- 
tension of the program to January 31, 1967, may present considerations 
differing from those involved in the primary objective of permitting 
accrual of additional entitlement for service continuing after January 
31, 1955. 

The committee may wish to weigh the fact that the Veterans’ Admin- 
istration would thus be required to maintain a staff to administer the 
program for 4 additional years along with the question of whether 
there will exist any practical need for an extension of time among those 
for whom the bill is primarily intended, bearing in mind that in virtu- 
ally all instances they will have 4 or more years in which to take and 
complete their education or training if the existing terminal date is 
retained. 

We, then, call attention to a typographical correction. The word 
“persons” in line 2, page 2, should be “person’s.” The President’s proe- 
lamation of January 1, 1955, fixed January 31, 1955, as the terminal 
date governing eligibility of personnel in the Armed Forces for vari- 
ous veterans’ “wartime” benefits which had been authorized in connec- 
tion with active service since the onset of the Korean conflict and not 
merely for educational and vocational assistance. While each of the 
various laws thus affected had separate provisions authorizing the 
President, or the Congress, to determine the date which ended their 
applicability to future servicemen, the President in the exercise of his 
discretion determined upon January 31, 1955, as the appropriate uni- 
form terminal date. 

It is important to note that the President’s authority with regard 
to the educational and vocational assistance program was strictly 
limited to discretion in fixing a single terminal date. Once this 
overall date was determined the question of any special consideration 
for persons in the group contemplated by the present bill was beyond 
the scope of the Executive proclamation and becomes an appropriate 
subject for legislative consideration. 
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In the light of the singular situation which exists as to educational 
and vocational assistance and the further fact that a large number 
of the persons who would be relieved by the bill undoubtedly have 
related their future plans to the expectation of receiving this import- 
ant readjustment aid, it is my view that enactment of legislation to 
allow persons in the service on January 31, 1955, to accrue entitle- 
ment to education and training prior to their first release or discharge 
from active duty on or after that date is justified. It is believed that 
this primary objective of H. R. 587 would not depart from the basic 
principle of the President's proclamation or create a precedent for 
extension of the other laws enumerated therein. 

In view of uncertainty regarding some of the factors involved, 
such as plans of veterans discharged in the future, future discharge 
rates, and so forth, the additional cost which would be attributable to 
H. R. 587, if enacted, cannot be predicted with precision. Subject to 
this limitation, it is estimated that there will be no increase, in direct 
benefit costs for fiscal years 1955 or 1956. Thereafter, the additional 
direct-benefit cost “fay approximate the following amounts: Fiscal 
vear 1957, $25 million; fiscal year 1958, $60 million; fiscal year 1959, 
$90 million ; fiscal year 1960, $90 million; fiscal year 1961, $70 million. 
The additional annual costs for direct benefits attributable to the 
proposed legislation could be expected to continue to decrease after 
fiscal year 1961. 

Mr. Ayres. Mr. Birdsall, I wonder if you could give us a figure, 
if you have it available today, as to what the program has cost on 
a yearly basis since it was first inaugurated. 

The Cuaman. Mr. Ayres, are you speaking of Public Law 550 or 
Public Law 346? 

Mr. Ayres. I am speaking only to the educational part of the 
program. 

The Cuamman. That would be Public Law 550. 

Mr. Cotte. The direct-benefits cost under Public Law 550, through 
December 1954, have been about $600 million. The cost during fiscal 
year 1955 will be somewhere in the neighborhood of $500 million 
additional. There is some overlap in the dates covered. By June 
30, 1955, the cost will be, for direct benefits, about’ $900 million. It 
is also estimated that the cost in 1956 will be somewhere in the neigh- 
borhood of $600 million. 

Mr. Ayres. Thank you very much. 

The Cnairmay. Mr. Dorn, do you have a question / 

Mr. Dorn. No: not at this time, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. I do not believe you quite finished your statement, 
Mr. Birdsall ¢ 

Mr. Birpsaui. No, sir. 

Additional administrative costs attributable to enactment of the 
proposed legislation are expected to be approximately 4 to 5 pee 
of the additional costs cited above for direct benefits with relative 
rosts for administration increasing as the program draws to a close. 

The Bureau of the Budget has advised that there is no objection 
to the submission of this report to the committee. The Bureau also 
advises that, subject to the committee’s consideration of the question 
raised in the report concerning extension of the overall terminal date, 
enactment of legislation along the lines of H. R. 587 would be in 
accord with the program of the President. 
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The Cuatrman. Thank you very much, Mr. Birdsall. 

Mr. Dorn, do you have any questions ¢ 

Mr. Dorn. No questions. 

The Cuamman. Mr. Ayres, did you finish with your question / 

Mr. Ayres. Yes, sir, Mr. Chairman. 

The CnHarmman. Mr. Long? 

Mr. Lone. No questions. 

The Cuarrman,. Mr. Adair? 

Mr. Apatr. No questions, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrmMan. Mrs. Kee / 

Mrs. Ker. No questions, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrMan. Mr. Weaver? 

Mr. Weaver. No questions. 

The Cuatmman. Mr. Edmondson / 

Mr. Epmonpson. No questions. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Avery? 

Mr. Avery. I have just one question, Mr. Chairman: I want to make 
sure I have these dates in the proper perspective. As I understand 
the explanation here, actually 1953 would be the end of the period 
when benefits could be accrued. 

The Cuatrman. Under existing law? 

Mr. Avery. Yes; under existing law, but even under the bill, the 
entire program would be terminated in 1967, both for accrual and for 
other benefits ? 

Mr. Corie. 1963 is the termination date of the overall program. 
Under existing law eligibility cannot accrue after January 31, 1955. 

Mr. Avery. The overall program / 

Mr. Cotte. This bill would extend that overall limitation 4 years. 
There would be plenty of discontinuances before that. 

In other words they would be graduating according to their service 
entitlement, and the time they entered school. The overall termina- 
tion would be extended 4 years. 

Mr. Avery. It would be extended to 1967, both for accrual and par- 
ticipation / 

Mr. Come. That is for participation in the program. There would 
be no more additional training furnished at Government expense after 
1967 

Mr. Avery. That is what I wanted to hear, and that is what I 
thought it meant. 

The CHarrman. Mr. Diggs? 

Mr. Diaes. I have no questions. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Sisk? 

Mr. Sisk. No questions. 

The CHarrman, Mr. Siler? 

Mr. Sitter. Nothing, sir. 

The : ‘HAIRMAN. Mr. Thomson / 

Mr. Tromson. You made an estimate of the cost, sir, down through 
1960, I believe. : 

Have you made an estimate of the overall cost of the program ? 

Mr. Cotte. Mr. Chairman, of course, these estimates look far into 
the future, and are at best approximations. Our best judgment is that 
the program will cost somewhat in the neighborhood of $500 million 
during its entire lifetime. 
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The CHatrman. Do any of the staff members have any questions 
at this time 4 

Srarr Direcror. Mr. Chairman, there is a question before you 
which you wanted asked. Itisthe third item. 

The Cramman. I was asked by Mrs, Rogers to announce that 
she is not here, because she had to go to Lowell to attend a funeral. 

The re maining question is as follows: 

How much latitude will the Veterans’ Administration have in in- 
ter preting the words “active service” for the purpose of determining 
whether an individual is qualified ? 

Mr. Birpsati. Do you mean under this bill, Mr. Chairman / 

The CuarrMan. Yes, under this bill. 

Mr. Birpsatt. We are governed by the reports of the Department 
of Defense as to whether or not the person is actually in the active 
military and naval service. 

The CHarrman. I believe most of the services have told us that 
they consider a man to be in service after he has taken his oath; is 
that correct / 

Mr. Birpsauy. Well, again, it would depend on whether at the time 
he took the oath he was placed on active duty. In other words, except 
possibly as to reservists, they usually coincide. 

The Cuamman. Has that been a question in the past? 

Mr. Brrosaui. It has been raised. We go back to the proposition 
of whether he is actually in the active military or naval service as 
reported by the service department. 

Mr. Weaver. What policy do you follow in that connection ? 

Mr. Birpsay. We are governed by their reports. 

The Cuamman. Mr. Birdsall, does the Veterans’ Administration 
have any other points which it wishes to make on this bill? Or do 
you find anything which we are doing he ‘h could eause us trouble 
later in the way of bills to be introduced, or letters to be written, or 
telephone calls to be made? 

Mr. Brrpsati. We believe that the bill is in good shape, and that 
it can be administered without any question. 

There is one thought which I was going to express, Mr. Chairman. 
You referred to it at the beginning of the hearing, and that is that 
you may desire the record to include extracts from the President’s 
budget message which did make reference to a study to be conducted, 
and it also indicated the possibility of benefits for those called into 
service for a period of 2 years or more. 

The state of the Union message contained the same reference, and 
also, you do have a House resolution now pending on the House Cal- 
endar for a study of survivors’ benefits; also the budget message indi- 

cates that the President’s Commission would study all phases of the 
program on pensions and compensation and related nonmedical 
benefits. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you very much, Mr. Birdsall. 

Are there any other questions 

If not, we thank you again. 

Mr. Birpsatu. Thank you, sir. 


The Cuamman. We have present in the room the gentleman from 
Illinois, Mr. O’Hara. 
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Mr. O’Hara has long taken a great interest in the problems of the 
veteran, and I believe he is the only Member of Congress who is a 
veteran of the Spanish-American War. 

Mr. O’Hara, we would be glad to hear from you at this time. 


STATEMENT OF HON. BARRATT 0’HARA, A REPRESENTATIVE IN 
CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF ILLINOIS 


Mr. O’Hara, Mr. Chairman, I appreciate the opportunity of testi- 
fying in advocacy of H. R. 587 and of joining in a universal applause 
of the distinguished gentleman from Texas in his prompt introduction 
of a bill to correct what would have been an unpardonable wrong 
upon our young men entering the armed services. I also join in com- 
mending the entire membership of this great committee in giving 
first ewe to the consideration of the bill. 

I shall be brief. This is a measure around which there can be no 
controversy. I can say with all certainty that its enactment will 
meet with the approval of the people of Chicago. 

The sentiment of the people of Chicago is reflected in an editorial 
which appeared in the Chicago Daily News on January 10, 1955, and 
which I inserted in the Congressional Record on January 138, 1955, 
appearing on pages A 27-28. 

The editorial concludes with this statement: 

The Government should not leave any men in the Armed Forces suffering 
from a feeling that the Government has deceived or defrauded them, 

As I understand this bill, Mr. Chairman, it seeks to give to these 
men who enter the service that which they thought they were going 
to receive, so that there will be no man in the armed services of the 
United States who is there, feeling in good faith and with valid reason 
he has been deceived or defrauded by the Government which he serves. 
Common justice demands its enactment. The appreciation of the 
Nation goes to the chairman of this committee and the other members 
for the promptness with which they have acted. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you, Congressman O’Hara. 

The next department which we will hear from is the Bureau of the 
Budget. 


STATEMENT OF PHILLIP S. HUGHES, ASSISTANT CHIEF, LABOR AND 
WELFARE DIVISION, BUREAU OF THE BUDGET 


The Cuarrman. Mr. Hughes, will you please state your full name 
and title for the benefit of the record ? 

Mr. Hueues. My name is Phillip S. Hughes, Assistant Chief of the 
Labor and Welfare Division of the Bureau of the Budget. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Hughes, you may proceed in your own way. 

Mr. Hueues. Mr. Chairman, I do not have a prepared statement, 
but I believe the committee has on file the Bureau of the Budget report 
on H. R. 587. 

If you wish, I can read portions of that report. 

The report is relatively brief, and will serve as a basis for discus- 
sion. 
I shall skip the opening paragraph. 
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Hl. R. 587 would enable persons in service on January 31, 1955, 
to continue to accrue entitlement to education and training during 
service after that date up to the maximum of 36 months specified in 
existing law. The obvious objective of the bill is to provide the 
vroup of servicemen affected by the President’s proclamation regard- 
ing various special veterans’ benefits with an opportunity to obtain 
substantial education and training benefits comparable to those avail- 
able to servicemen who completed their service prior to the end of the 
basic period. 

The President has endorsed this objective, and has indicated that 
he supports legislation to achieve this end. 

The Cuairman. Mr. Hughes, I think it only fair to point out that 
the President had only one course of action in this matter, and that 
was to terminate it, but he was aware, as I understand you people were, 
as well as the Veterans’ Administration, that this legislation would be 
introduced. 

Mr. Hugues. Yes, sir: that is correct. 

With specific regard to H. R. 587, the report of the Veterans’ 
Administration suggests further consideration of one basic feature 
of the bill. H. R. 587 would extend the final closing date for the 
education and training program from January 31, 1965, to January 
31, 1967, 

This extension of 4+ years is apparently intended to insure that those 
men in service on January 31, 1955, under a 4-year enlistment, have 
ut least 8 years after discharge to complete their education or training. 

The agency calls attention to the fact that the proposed extension 
will require administrative machinery to be maintained for an addi- 
tional + years. It also questions whether there is any practical need 
for such an extension, in view of the fact that those for whom the 
program is intended will have 4 or more years to complete training, 
even under existing law. 

Under the circumstances, the existing terminal date of January 31, 
1963, would appear to be reasonable and the Bureau of the Budget 
accordingly rec ‘commends its retention. 

Subject to your consideration of the foregoing, you are advised 
that the enactment of legislation along the lines of H. R. 587 would 
be in aecord with the program of the P resident. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Hughes, it seems to me that if you make it 1963, you are cutting 
it mighty close for a man coming out of service. 

Would you agree to splitting the difference and putting 2 years in 
there / 

Mr. Hucues. Well. sir, I think that is a possibility. Our question 
was whether the number of individuals who would be affected by the 
4-vear date would be sufficiently great to justify the continuation of 
the program for the period of time. The number would be relatively 
small, perhaps, and a 2-year extension would serve the purpose 
adequately. 

Mr. Ayres. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrmMan. Mr. Ayres. 

Mr. Ayres. In my judgment, the educational benefits are going to 
be contained in one form or another, eventually, to the peacetime 
draftees. So, the argument that the machinery would have to be 
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maintained would not be too serious, because I think it is going to be 
maintained anyway. 

Mr. Huaurs. I think the extension of the program for people serv- 
ing after January 31, 1955, is a separate question. We do not have any 
views on the subject at the present time. 

Mr. Ayres. I am just talking about my personal opinion to the effect 
that it will be continued in some form or another. 

The Cuairman. I can tell you, Mr. Ayres, that there is certainly a 
lot of interest in it, judging from the number of telephone calls, letters, 
and wires which we have all received. 

Mr. Ayres. I have a bill which I have already prepared, and I want 
to discuss it with you, Mr. Chairman, because I do not wish to be m 
the position of offending you. 

Mr. Lone. I think it is a little premature. 

The CHarman. Thank you, Mr. Hughes. 

We have made more progress than expected this morning, and | 
believe the Department of Defense and representatives from the Selec- 
tive Service are not here. 

Hlowever, I understand a represent: ative of the Veterans of Foreign 
Wars is present and would like to testify. 

Mr. Downer. Yes, sir; we are ready, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cruarmman, Would you please come forward and give you full 
name and title to the reporter ? 


STATEMENT OF AIDIN M. DOWNER, ASSISTANT LEGISLATIVE 
REPRESENTATIVE, VETERANS OF FOREIGN WARS OF THE 
UNITED STATES 


Mr. Downer. Mr. Chairman, members of the committee, this ap- 
pears to be a matter in which there is great unanimity. Since there 
appear to be no particular problems and no particular disagreements, 
I shall be very brief in my statement to the committee and. then, if 
you have questions to ask, I shall be pleased to answer them insofar 
as : am able. 

I shall only say that we wpanelieDy support your bill, Mr. Chair- 
man, primar ily because of the fact that we think fairness requires the 
extension of educational benefits to those who come into the service 
up to the cutoff date of February 1, 1955. 

We know that the services used the educational benefits program as 
a recruiting inducement and that many men who volunteered for the 
services in recent months have done so in the belief and upon the rep- 
resentation of the services that by so doing they would earn 3 years of 
educational entitlement. 

So, we think that, in itself, is the one feature which answers the 
questions presented by this bill. 

Fairness requires it to be done, and for that reason we support it. 

The Cuairman,. Thank you, sir. 

Ave there any questions 

Mr. Suvurorp. Do you feel, or does your organization feel, that there 
is a contractual obligation between the Government and those men 
who come in up to January 31? 

Mr. Downer. I think that probably everyone should realize that 
the Congress or the President might terminate the benefits at some 
time in the future. So, to that extent 


, | suppose we might say that 
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there was constructive notice. However, so far as the individuals are 
concerned, I think representatives of the Government—and I do not 
mean with any wrongful intent—but nevertheless I think recruiting 
officers did assure persons that the Government would give to them 3 
years of educational entitlement and, consequently, I think whether 
or not we might say it was really a binding obligation, there is a 
moral obligation to do so. 

Mr. Suurorp. Thank you. 

The CHarrMan. Mr. Downer, suppose we reach January 31, and 
there is a considerable number of men who try to enlist, and the serv- 
ices do not take them ¢ 

For instance, the Air Force has closed their service to anyone wish- 
ing to volunteer, and we have not received sufficient insurance that 
they will take care of all those who volunteer before the 31st. 

Mr. Downer. That always, Mr. Chairman, poses a difficult prob- 
lem. There is no statute of limitations that I know of that the mind 
of man has ever been able to devise that does not cut off the rights of 
some person on the basis of a 1-day or perhaps a few hours’ time by 
reason of his tardiness in asserting a right. 

Undoubtedly, the problem will exist. If there is any feasible way 
to alleviate the inequities which might result in some cases, certainly 
it should be done. However, I think there might be problems in- 
volved in the administration of any plan which we might set up; that 
it would have built in problems itself, which might create as many in- 
equit ies as we would have with a fixed limitation date. 

Certainly, though, if one has volunteered, or attempted to volun- 
teer, and has committed himself with the services so that the obli- 
gation is fixed, so far as he is concerned, but he merely is prevented 
from entering upon his service because of the fact that the services are 
unable to utilize him at that particular time, but will, perhaps, in a 
month or a few weeks hence, certainly it seems that that man should 
have as many rights as the person who is exactly in the same position, 
except that the services are able to utilize his services by the 31st of 
January. 

In that particular situation equity would require us to extend the 
benefits to that man if administratively you can do it. I realize that 
that is not much of an answer to your question, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuaiman. The point is that we have been told by the Army 
and the Navy that they will be able to take all the men who volunteer, 
and we were told that the Air Force had 14,000 vacane ies, and that they 
would be able to take care of these men, but I, personally, am concerned 
that come January 31, we will have a large group of men who try to 
volunteer and who cannot get in, and I am not so sure but what we 
should make some provision in this bill to take care of those men. 

Are there any other questions? 

( No response. ) 

The Cuamman. Thank you very much, Mr. Downer. 

Mr. Downer. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

[I see that the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. Carnahan, is present, 
and we would be glad to hear from him at this time. 
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STATEMENT OF HON. A. S. J. CARNAHAN, A REPRESENTATIVE IN 
CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF MISSOURI 


Mr. CarnaHan. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, the 
opportunity of appearing before you in support of H. R. 587 is appre- 
ciated. It is also gratifying to know that your committee is giving 
such prompt attention to this most necessary adjustment in veterans’ 
benefits to those who serve in the active defense of the Nation. 

On January 20, I introduced in the House H. R. 2568, a bill to extend 
veterans’ benefits to those who enter active military service up to 
January 31,1957. I hope you gentlemen will give favorable consider- 
ation to extending all present veterans’ benefits until that date. Per- 
sonally, I would be ated to support a measure which would extend 
indefinitely all present benefits. 

Veterans’ benefits make good sense from just about any angle and 
are completely justifiable attempts of a grateful Nation to repay, in 
a small degree, the defenders of freedom, for services they so effectively 
give. Justice, decency, and appreciation demand that we do nothing 
less. 

Again, let me commend your committtee and pledge you my support 
to legislation which you may soon present to the House. 

The CHatrman. We have present, also, representatives from the 
AMVETS, whom I understand are prepared to testify at this time. 


STATEMENT OF RAY WINTERBOTTOM, A REPRESENTATIVE OF 
AMVETS 


The CuarrMan. Will you please come forward, and give your full 
name and title for the record # 

Mr. Wrintersorrom. I am Ray Winterbottom, and I am appearing 
today representing AMVETS. 

Mr. Holden is out of town, and he could not be here. He has a 
prepared statement, which we would like to submit for the record. 

(The matter referred to is as follows :) 


STATEMENT ON H. R. 587 sy JoHN R. HoLpEN, NATIONAL LEGISLATIVE DIRECTOR 
AMVETS (AMERICAN VETERANS OF WORLD War II) 


AMVETS appreciate the opportunity to appear before this committee today to 
express our views on the bill H. R. 587. 

Public Law 550, 82d Congress extended educational benefits to veterans who 
served between June 27, 1950, and a date to be determined by Presidential procla- 
mation or joint resolution of Congress. The Presidential proclamation of Janu- 
ary 1, 1955, established January 31, 1955, as the terminal date for entitlement to 
this benefit. 

Education or training under this statute accrues to an otherwise eligible 
veteran at the rate of 1% days of education for every day spent in active service 
in the Armed Forces during the cited period. The maximum time that can be 
accrued is 36 months of education or training based on 24 months of active sery- 
ice. Thus, young men who enlisted or were inducted on or before February 1, 
1953, and serve at least 2 years can receive the maximum educational benefit 
under this law. 

As a result of the Presidential proclamation, however, those who entered serv- 
ice any time after February 1, 1953, cannot possibly earn maximum entitlement. 
In fact, the young men who enlisted on the last day of 1954, the day before the 
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White House order was issued, learned to their dismay and amazement, that 
upon their separation from service some 2 or 4 years hence, they would have 
earned 46 days of educational entitlement. 

This, in our opinion, is grossly unfair, particularly to the young men who re- 
cently entered the service partially motivated by a desire to receive this benefit, 
It is a known fact that recruiters have been using the 3-year education benefit as 
a talking point in stimulating interest in enlistments. Even the recruiting jour- 
nals published monthly by the Armed Forces have featured articles on the bene- 
fits that would accrue to young men enlisting now. 

We have been informed that Armed Forces recruiting teams appeared in high 
schools throughout the Nation last spring urging graduates to enlist so they could 
receive maximum educational benefits. Correspondence we have received from 
AMVET representatives in various parts of the Nation point up the fact that 
many young men in uniform today are concerned because this benefit that had 
been promised is suddenly denied them. 

The situation resulting from the Presidential directive is limited solely to the 
education and training benefit. Maximum entitlement to other benefits affected 
by the proclamation, such as loan guaranty, unemployment compensation, muster- 
ing-out pay, and others may be derived by as little as 1-day service prior to the 
cutoff date followed by at least 89 days of continuous honorable service. We 
respectfully submit that this disparity should be corrected without delay. 

The bill under consideration by this committee today, H. R. 587, if enacted into 
law, will eliminate the injustices and inequities inadvertently created by the 
President’s proclamation. It will permit Armed Forces personnel who are in serv- 
ice on January 31, 1955, to continue to accrue entitlement to education and 
training until the termination of the first enlistment after that date. This, we 
helieve, is proper and in keeping with the intent of Congress when they enacted 
the Veterans’ Readjustment Assistance Act of 1952. 

We, therefore, respectfully urge prompt and favorable action by this committee 
on H. R. 587. 

In this, the first public hearing held by the newly organized Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs, we deem it appropriate to state that the American Veterans of 
World War II, popularly known as AMVETS, is a congressionally chartered 
organization of veterans of World War II and the Korean conflict. We recognize 
in our deliberations that what is good for the Nation is good for the veteran. 

We welcome the opportunity to appear before you individually or collectively 
from time to time to express our views on this and other important legislative 
measures. As you embark upon your duties in this year fraught with uncertain- 
ties, we wish you well. We pray that you may be blessed with the wisdom and 
insight necessary to plot the best course for the millions of veterans and their 
dependents whom you serve. As AMVBTS and as citizens of this Nation, we 
pledge to you our cooperation and objective thinking in arriving at a mutual 
goal—serving those who served our Nation. 


Mr. Wriyrersorrom. I would like to assure you that we are whole- 
heartedly in agreement with your bill. We recently had a conference 
in town, and without exception our men were 100 percent behind ex- 
tending this right. We feel it is something that the country owes 
these men. They are certainly in no different position than a man 
who goes in at any time. 

So, we are in full support of it. 

The Carman. Thank you very much, Mr. Winterbottom. 

Are there any questions? 

( No response. ) 

The Srarr Drrecror. Representatives of Selective Service, the 
American Legion, and the Department of Defense are scheduled to 
appear. As of now, those are the only three departments remaining 
to be heard from, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrmMan. At 10 o’clock in the morning, we will hear repre- 
sentatives of the Department of Defense, Selective Service, and the 
(American Legion. 
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I believe that one of the members of the committee expressed a de- 
sire to say something to the committee in regard to this matter, and 
that is Mr. Edmondson, of Oklahoma. 

Mr. Epmonpson. Mr. Chairman, I will submit a statement in sup- 
port of this legislation. I certainly think it is timely, and that it 
is needed, and it is nothing more than keeping the Government’s 
implied word, at least, with these men who are in service at this 
time. I shall submit a statement further elaborating my Views. 
(Inserted in Congressional Record, p. 674, January 27, 1955.) 

The CHarrMan. The committee will stand adjourned until 10 
o'clock, tomorrow morning. 

(Whereupon, at 11:45 a. m., the committee adjourned, to reconvene 
at 10 o’clock a. m., Tuesday, January 25, 1955.) 
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TUESDAY, JANUARY 25, 1955 


Houses or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D.C. 

The committee met at 10 a. m., the Honorable Olin E. Teague of 
‘Texas Sener) residing. 

The Cuarrman. The committee will come to order. 

General Hershey, it seems some committee members have two com- 
mittees going at the same time, so some of our members are missing 
this morning. You may proceed. 


STATEMENT OF MAJ. GEN. LEWIS B. HERSHEY, DIRECTOR, 
SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM 


General HersHry. My name is Lewis B. Hershey. Iam Director of 
the Selective Service System. 

The CHarrman. General, you have furnished the committee a 
statement. The one big point we are interested in is, if we set this 
date of January 31, how many boys later will come back and say 
we did not treat them properly and there will be a bunch of bills 
introduced trying to change this date. Do you have any comments 
on that? 

General Hersney. Of course I think there is no question about the 
individuals who has been planning to go in January, and as I under- 
stand it some of the individuals who are in now had expected to have 
certain benefits. As I understand the bill, it takes care of the individ- 
uals who are in the service on January 31, 1955, and our inductions 
have not been too great, but you certainly have to go back a year or so 
to get all the people who would be at least a little affected by this bill, 
and I imagine the total will run to 300,000 that will be ‘somewhat 
affected. Those inducted in January are rather small, about 22,000 
or 23,000. 

The Cuamrman. Will you tell us a little about the induction pro- 
cedure and how many boys will be caught in the pipeline, will be in the 
induction process during January and will not actually enter service 
until after February 1? 

General HersHey. The normal processing is of individuals around 
21 years of age. Those are the people who, unless they volunteer for 
induction, will be taken, and they have had from 90 days to 2 years 
involved in their processing. 

Now, however, another factor comes in, and that is the younger 
boy who decides, for a lot of reasons, to take his service now and he 
volunteers and we are obligated to take him first. It is in that field 
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you are liable to have individuals who thought by getting in before 


a certain date they would get certain benefits. 

We run it differently in different States. In some States as soon as 
one manne he is sent up on a call if one is available. Others wait 
until the beginning or last of a month and he cannot volunteer for 
induction on January 15 if the local board has sent their quota on the 
5th. So it depends on where one lives. 

It also depends on what their procedure is. In some places we 
had so many volunteers that in order to control it we have had to 
send them for preinduction physicals. You have to have notice for 
preinduction examinations, and then there is the delay in getting the 
records back, and then notice for induction. We give 10 days’ notice 
normally for a person to be inducted, and then the time to go to the 
induction station, so that it takes over a month. So if a man takes 
a preinduction examination he has no hope of getting in the same 
month he registers. The more notice you give, the more people who 
will try to take advantage of it, but if 100,000 boys wanted to go we 
could not possibly take 1 in 5, because we do not take beyond quotas. 

The Cuamman. Can you tell us what is happening around the 
country on enlistments ? 

General Hersey. I would prefer to let the Armed Forces speak 
on that. It is not my primary responsibility and not my primary 
knowledge, but we had, upon the publication of this Executive order, 
some flocks to the local boards to volunteer for induction. But as 
soon as it started to be noised around that they are only earning the 
remainder between now and the Ist of February, there was a decrease 
in business. So while some States are probably filling 60 or 70 per- 
cent or more of their calls this month out of volunteers, some are 
probably only filling 20 percent out of volunteers. The number in- 
volved is not what it seemed it would be when the order was first pub- 
lished. But there are boys who will make up their minds in March 
that they weuld have liked to have gotten in in November. That is 
inevitable. 

The Crarrman. I was requested to ask you this question: What 
effect would a waiver of the requirement that persons getting an in- 
duction notice not be permitted to enlist. have on Selective Service ? 

General Hrrsury. Congress put that in because recruiting is uni- 
lateral and therefore chaotic. No government has any way of know- 
ing who will come and offer themselves for service. When you figure 
transportat ion, when you figure rec eption centers, and examination 
centers, they are in chaos when they depend on things you cannot 
predict, so Congress felt there should be a time beyond which indi- 
viduals already set up in one pattern in the service should not be per- 
- ed to jump into another pattern and thus upset logistic arrange- 


ments. That is 1g law. It is not up to the Director of Selective 
ae ‘e to ee he law. If something unusual happens he can 
reopen the ¢ ios that is if it happens subsequent to the induction 


notice. We are opposed to any waiver of the requirement because it 
leaves us at the last moment attempting to fill a call we have been 
called upon to fill and it just complicates both sides of the arrange- 
ment and adds to the chaos that goes with the unplanned mobilization 
of men. 

The CuammaN. When do you consider a man actually in active 
service ¢ 
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General Hersnrey. When he steps forward at the induction station. 

The Cuairman. When he steps forward at the induction station ‘ 

General Hersury. That is right. Not trying to buck-pass, our job 
is to register, sort, select, and produce at the examining station. A 
man who steps up to call ceases to be our responsibility until he re- 
turns as a discharged man, and then he becomes our responsibility 
again. 

The Cuarrman. Will you give us a history of the S« ‘lective Servi 
Act identifying those dates where persons have been drafted Surin 
peacetime ? ; 

General Hersury. The first so-called peacetime selective service 
was in 1940. The President signed the bill on the 16th of September 
1940, and from then until Pearl Harbor, which was December 7, 1941, 
we had a so-called peacetime draft. There may be some debate as to 
some of the earmarks of it, but there was not a declared war and during 
that time we inducted 913,000, or approximately a million. V—J 
Day happened in the autumn of 1945, but was not officially over 
for a very much longer period. Of course these days what is war 
and what is not war is for the lawyers, perhaps, rather than us lay men 
to decide. But from the autumn of 1945 until July 25, 1947, veterans’ 
benefits did run although the Selective Service as such was liquidated 
in the spring of 1947. We did not induct anybody after the autumn 
of 1946, although we were in existence. 

We came back as a Selective Service System in 1948 and inducted 
20,000 or 30,000 men who, not long afterwards, were permitted to go 
home if they siperean to. 

Then Korea came along, but it was not until the 16th of July 1952 
that veterans’ waite were resumed after being dropped July 25, 
1947, although the law started in 1948 and was operated rather effee- 
tively after September 1950. The people who went in before Septem- 
ber 1950 were very small in number and were dissipated when they 
decided they did not need the additional strength, but after Sentember 
1950 the calls went up to 50,000 and 80,000 a month and for quite some 
time stayed at a high level. 

The Crarrman. Any questions ? 

Mr. Krarney. I have one, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrman. Mr. Kearney. 

Mr. Kearney. General, what I would like to find out is why is it 
that so many lads who tried honestly to get into the service during 
World War II and who were rejected due to, we will say, physical 
defects, are now, at the age of 29 and 30, being brought back into the 
service by reason of the draft when the physical defects still remain ? 

General Hersuey. In the first place, and it always sounds like buck- 
passing, the Congress, undoubtedly in its wisdom, gave to the Armed 
Forces the comple te responsibility for deciding acceptability. Select- 
ive Service is a procurement agency but has no responsibility in de 
ciding whether a man is accept: fable or not. Our business is to count 
them and sort them and deliver them for a decision as to their accept- 
ability. I would venture, with some observation over the years, that 
the science of healing has made great progress but it still has a long 
way to go. The science of determining health in contradistinction to 
disease is even less known. The job of a fellow who examines a 
registrant is to determine if he is right enough to be in the armed serv- 
ices and not to decide what is wrong. Ido not know the answer, but I 
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have felt one of the places we are very short is that we do not know 
much about how to determine what a man can do and we go at it in an 
inventory sort of way. We look at his compartments and try to de- 
cide by looking at the compartments whether the whole thing will 
run or not. You can look at an automobile and say it will not run 
and it does. A human being is the same way. We get to a place 
where the process of induction is a decision now of whether a man is 
acceptable now. lt is not very convenient, certainly, for the indi- 
vidual to be continually reexamined, but the other side is that many 
of the men who did not go in World War II, the things they were 
going into then were more difficult than they are now. I am not 
defending it. It is not my zone of responsibility. 

Mr. Kearney. In other words, even if the man’s physical condition 
has ‘not improved—I know several instances of that kind—still only 
last week one was picked up for induction. This lad was so bitter 
about it he wrote me one of those usual wartime letters. I happen to 
know this case personally, and this fellow’s eyesight has gone from 
bad to worse, but today they say he is physically qualified, and 
during the war they said he was not. To me, that does not make sense. 

General Hersney. I am not attempting to make it make sense, be- 
cause in the first place, it is an area that [ have proved that I cannot 
do anything about because I have been raising my voice for 15 years 
on the subject. If I am any expert in manpower it is because I am 
more than 100 miles from Indiana, where I am supposed to live, but 
at the moment we have 2 million 4-F’s under 26 years of age, and at 
au time when we are not pressed particularly for survival we have 
found we have not time to use people who are less acceptable, yet if we 
ever get into an all-out mobilization we will have to use two-thirds 
of them at a time when we have not as much time as we have now 

Mr. Kearney. In other words, if we get into an all-out war these 
physical rejects registered during World War IT and who are older 
now would still be combat soldiers ? 

General Hrersury. Combat is dependent on necessity. I grew up as 
a kid on a farm and used to have to peel potatoes. We would put 25 
or 30 bushels of potatoes in the cellar. When it was cold and I had 
plenty of time I used to pick out the biggest potatoes because they 
peeled easier. Then in the spring, when we were working hard, I was 
down to the little potatoes and was wishing I had peeled them in the 
wintertime when we were not busy. 

Mr. nae npy. Is it not true that a lot of the men rejected because 
of physical defects during World War II could have been taken and 
used as clerks back of the lines or some other place, but this was not 
done, and now they are drafting them ? 

General Hersuey. You do not have anything but the judgment on 
a given day of men doing the best they can, but they are only looking 
at the registrant a limited time. The medical profession has not gotten 
far enough—I am not criticizing them—but one doctor says you can 
use a man and another says you cannot. 

Mr. Kearney. The medical profession i is too much engaged in criti- 
cizing the work of the Veterans’ Administration to t: ake care of other 
duties, 

General Hersuey. I have often felt we have gone at it the wrong 
way. I think you should judge a registrant by what he does rather 
than what he looks like. I know several men who have been rejected 
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because they fell a little short in their knowledge. A man might be 
driving a flower delivery wagon and get around all right and find the 
addresses, but when he takes the examination he cannot answer all the 
questions. 

Mrs. Rogers. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mrs. Rogers. 

Mrs. Rogers. General Hershey, I know of many instances where 
you were very helpful when I felt some of my constituents were taken 
in who should not have been, and they were reexamined. 

General Hersney. We try to be helpful, but we cannot do anything 
except what our influence amounts to, and sometimes that is not great. 

Mrs. Rogers. And medicine is not an exact science. Of course | 
feel, certainly in the position we find ourselves today, that they should 
have full benefits. 

Mr. Teacue of California. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Teague. 

Mr. Tracus of California. Followi ing the questions of Mr. Kearney, 
has there not been a change of attitude, which I certainly would con- 
sider an improvement, on the part of the services in realizing that 
people who may not be fit for combat duty are perfectly « apable of 
doing clerical work or some other types of work? A diettts lame 
knee would not prevent a man from doing many, many jobs. I was 
in the service for many years, not in combat, and I did not have to 
be in top physical condition. Has there been a change in the attitude 
of the services in that regard in the last 2 years? 

General Hersnry. Yes. In the first place, whenever the need for 
men becomes greater, the acceptance becomes greater, and when the 
need gets less the acceptance gets tougher, which is the most normal 
thing in the world. 

I wish I could testify that we are doing a better job of utilization, 
but I cannot look at 2 million 4-F’s, most of them under 26, and be 
too optimistic about utilization. To me it is frightening. If we 
never have a necessity for all-out mobilization it is fine, and I hope 
we do not, but if we do we are in difficulty because right at the time 
we are in a hurry and need men we will either have to go to the older 
men or use some of the people we did not use when we had a lot of 
time. 

The Cuatrrman. Any other questions? 

Mr. Avery. I understood you to say at the present time we have 

2 million men under 26 who are classified as 4-F ? 

General HersHry. Some may be over 26, but I would say 90 or 95 
percent of them are under 26. They area young group. 

Mr. Avery. Could you give a comparable figure for 1945? 

General Hersuey. Five million, but do not get too much satisfac- 
tion out of that. The average age was older because some of the 
fellows were up in their forties and many were in their thirties and 
they are in the 5 million. There are all sorts of arguments about 
what the percentage is. I quit talking about percentages. Two mil- 
lion is the number and it depends what you use as a base what per- 
centage you get. 

Mrs. Rogers. I think everyone is interested in having the educa 
tional benefits of GI’s continue. I do not know if you would want to 
say that you feel other benefits should be continued while the situa- 
tion is as serious as it is today. Ido not want to embarrass you. 
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General Hersney. I do not think my opinion is worth too much. 
I can understand many of the reasons why, as a procurer of man- 
power, unwillingly, the more things we have that the local board 
can tell them they will get, obviously the better. The national interest 
is a little hard to decide when we look at it from different viewpoints. 
If we are taking 20,000 out of 1,400,000 that could be taken, you have 
to tell the 20,000 the things that are good, and the more we can tell 
them that is favorable, the better. This is not in my primary area. 

Mrs. Rocrers. Inducements are offered for men to go in the service, 
and to take them away when they get out, it seems to me, is not wise. 

General Hershey. The more we could give the boy in privileges 
when he gets out, obviously the better. Wednesday morning we have 
40 or 50 boys out of the District and you cannot get much enthusiasm 
out of them by telling them they ought to be glad that very few 
people are going. They are going, and they wonder why we happened 
to select them when there were so many others. 

The Cuamman. Thank you very much, General. 

Do we have a representative of the Defense Department here? 


STATEMENT OF GUS C. LEE, DIRECTOR, OFFICE OF MANPOWER 
UTILIZATION, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE, ACCOM- 
PANIED BY COL. H. H. FULTON, ADJUTANT GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY, AND COL. H. E. TOWNSEND, MILI- 
TARY PERSONNEL POLICY DIVISION, DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 


Mr. Ler. My name is Gus C. Lee. I am Director of the Office of 
Manpower Utilization in the Office of the Secretary of Defense. With 
me is Col. H. H. Fulton of the Adjutant General’s Office, Depart- 
ment of the Army, and Col. H. E. Townsend of the Military Per- 
sonnel Policy Division of the Department of Defense. 

The Cuarrman,. I believe you have 2 or 3 questions you were asked 
to answer in the course of your testimony. 

Mr. Ler. I have a brief statement giving the Department of De- 
fense’s position in support of this bill, and addressing ourselves to 
some of the questions that you asked, and if it is your pleasure I might 
read it. 

The CuamrmMan. You may go ahead and read your statement. 

Mr. Ler. Mr. Chairman, I appreciate this opportunity to appear 
before your committee and submit the views of the Department of 
Defense concerning this bill. 

The Department of Defense favors the purpose of this legislation 
and urges that the committee give favorable consideration to the bill. 
The views of the Department of Defense in regard to this legislation 
are contained in a report to this committee d: ated Janu: ary 21, 1955. 

It is estimated that approximately 1.4 million members of the 
Armed Forces will be benefited by this bill. The effect of this legis- 
lation would be to permit these persons who on January 31, 1955, 
will have less than 2 years of service to continue to accrue educational 
entitlement until the date of their first discharge or release from mili- 
tary service subsequent to January 31, 1955. 

One of the advantages which the recruiting programs of the mili- 
tary departments offered as an inducement for enlistment was eligi- 
bility for education benefits established by the Veterans’ Readjust- 
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ment Assistance Act of 1952. It may be presumed, in all fairness, 
that many persons did enlist in the Armed Forces with the expecta- 
tion of being able to accrue educational benefits. The Department 
of Defense believes that the proposed legislation would provide a 
just and equitable method of continuing the educational benefits pro- 
gram for members now serving in the Armed Forces. 

The current picture on enlistments indicates that actual enlist- 
ments for the first 2 weeks of this month did not reflect a significant 
upsurge in enlistments compared to the same period last year, How- 
ever, enlistments last week show a substantial increase over the first 
2 weeks. Since enlistments in the last 2 weeks of the month are his- 
torically higher than in the first 2 weeks, this increase cannot be pinned 
down to any specific thing, but indie: tions are that public announce- 
ment of H. R. 587, and the President's public endorsement of that 
legislation has exercised a strong influence. 

The Department of Defense is making every reasonable effort to 
handle all applicants for enlistment. Army and Navy will accept all 
qualified applicants for enlistment this month who can be processed 
by the deadline. Field personnel have been instructed that it is 
imperative for eligible registrants for induction and eligible appli- 

cants for e1 nlistment on the 31st of Januar y to bec ompletely processed 
prior to midnight that date. 

The Marine Corps has about reached its recruiting objective of 
1,800 non-prior-service enlistments for this month. They expect 
to process this number before midnight of the 31st of January. 

The Air Force had enough applic ants for January non- prior- 
service enlistment objective of 14,000 on the 21st of this month. T hey 
expect to place in active duty status all of these enlistments prior to 
midnight, January 31. For the balance of the month, Air Force 
recruiters will recruit for February enlistments and assist the Army 
in recruiting and processing January enlistments. 

In summary, any morally, physically, and mentally qualified person 
who desires to enlist in the Armed Forces this month will be able to 
doso. However, the longer he waits to file his application, the chances 
are lessened for him to be processed and qualified for enlistment prior 
to midnight of the 31st since the average processing time is about 
7 days. 

Mr. Kearney. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt ? 

The CHarman. Yes. 

Mr. Kearney. Did I understand you to say that at the present time 
the Air Force is still accepting enlistments ? 

Mr. Lee. The Air Force will not accept enlistments for swearing in 
in January. They had a recruiting quota of 14,000 for January. On 
January 21 they had enough men to reach that number. If a man 
comes into the Air Force recruiting station and says his c hoice of serv- 
ice is the Air Force, they would have to say, “You will have to come 
back in February” because they have reached their objective for this 
month. 

Mrs. Rogers. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatmrmMan. Mrs. Rogers. 

Mrs. Rogers. Do you think the time should be extended for those 
who are not processed by the end of January ? 

Mr. Ler. Do I feel the time should be extended ? 

Mrs. Rogers. If they are not processed by the end of January ? 
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Mr. Lege. The way we are set up now, we have told our people in the 
field to put on extra help, to work around the clock, and to try to get 
everybody in through the January 31 deadline. There may be, de- 
pending on what kind of upsurge you get this last week, somewhere on 
the order of 2,000 men who might have come into a recruiting station, 
we will say late Saturday before the deadline, whose police check and 
birth certificates might not be in order and they might not be com- 
pletely processed by t the 31st of January. At the present time, how- 
ever, we do not feel that number would be large. 

We do not have any strong feeling either way about whether the 
date should be extended to take care of this probable or possible small 
number. Tous it would be somewhat of an administrative burden, not 
anything I think of great magnitude, but our present thinking is that 
any time you cutoff on this thing there sr 9 some difficulty and 
some few men left out. 

Mrs. Rogers. Many men do not realize they have to be processed. 

Mr. Ler. We have asked our field recruiting stations to be sure 
in their local communities that they get the word out of the exact 
situation on these benefits and that the earlier they get in the better 
their chances are, and we will make every effort to accommodate all 
of them. 

Mrs. Rocers. It takes about 7 days to actually process them ? 

Mr. Ler. On the average. Some may be processed in 3 or 4 days. 
For the most part the things that slow them down are things that are 
beyond their control. For example, you may have a man enlisting 
in California who spent all his life in New York and he may not have 
his birth certificate in order, if he is an 18- or 17-year old, and some- 
times the police check takes a long time. Nor mally the average would 
figure to 7 days. 

Mrs. Rocrers. Have you gone on the air and television in order for 
the men to know about this all over the country ? 

Mr. Ler. We have used the newspapers as the main means of 
notification. 

The CHarrman. Have you finished reading your statement, Mr. 
Lee? j 

Mr. Ler. I do not know where I stopped. I did not want to say the 
longer a man waits to file his application, the chances are lessened for 
him to be processed and qualified for enlistment prior to midnight of 
the 31st since the average processing time is about 7 days. Also 
because of plans for even training load under the military strength 
ceilings for the current year, the : applicant, during the remainder of 
January, may have to enlist in the Army or Navy instead of the Air 
Force or Marine Corps. 

That completes my statement, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHairman. Mr. Kearney, have you any questions? 

Mr. Krarney. No further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. Does any other member have any qeustions. Mrs. 
Rogers? 

Mrs. Rocers. I have no further questions. 

The Cuairman. I believe you answered our questions that we asked 
you to cover. What is the feasibility of waiving the requirement that 
persons with an induction notice may not enlist after notice of induc- 
tion? Weare getting some mail on that, not a lot but a few letters. 

Mr. Ler. From the figures that we have— 
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The Cuarrman. First would you explain exactly what that means to 
the committee ? 

Mr. Lee. Yes. The procedude works about like this. A man can 
still enlist after the time his Selective Service Board has notified 
him to report for examination, for physical and mental examination. 
I want to make clear that all the physical and mental examining is 
done in joint examining stations administered by the Department of 
Defense. Selective Service does not do any of it. I was a little bit 
confused by the good general’s statement on that. The examining is 
done by the Department of Defense. Selective Service gives notice 
to the man to go to the examining center for his mental and physical 

examination. Up until that point and time he could still, if he chose, 
pee to come into the service by enlistment, volunteering in any of the 
services, rather than by induction. After his examination is com- 
pleted, if he is eligible, then later he receives from Selective Service a 
notice to report for induction at a given station at a given date. 
Beyond that time he cannot enlist because that is too late a date in 
the processing for us to handle our draft quota. So that the question, 
is it feasible to waive the notice, refers only to that notice to report to a 
center for actual swearing into the service. 

Now, for the month of | February, the Army figures show that most 
of those against the selective-service call of 20,000 have been already 
examined and processed. So, you do not have a significant number 
in January, and I think Colonel Fulton can probably give you the 

correct figure. 

Colonel Futron. The draft call for February, which involves the 
ones that would be affected by a waiver, is 11,000. 

Only a small percentage of that group could be anticipated, or 
which you could anticipate, would want to enlist in lieu of being 
inducted. It would require a change of the present law. 

The CuHatrman. It would require a change of the law ? 

Colonel Furron. Yes, sir; it would require the present law to be 
changed. The present law states that a man may not enlist after 
he has received his notice to report for induction. The maximum 
number that could be taken in would be 11,000, who would be notified 
in February to report for the February draft call. 

Mr. Lee. The primary group with which you are concerned on 
the present January 31 deadline involves the January inductees as 
against your January call. Have you completed the processing of 
all those for January ? 

Colonel Furron. No, because there will be more being inducted as 
late as January 31, but the total number would be very small. The 
large percentage of the total of 16,000 men of the 20,000 called are 
already inducted, as of the close of business on Janu: ary 21. 

So, the number remaining to be inducted in the last 2 days of the 
month would be relatively small. 

The Cuarrman. Are there any questions ? 

( No response. ) 

The Cuamman. Mr. Lee, you feel that the Department of Defense 
has done everything it can to see that these young men will not after 
January say that the C ongress or the Department of Defense has 
failed to treat them properly and has not permitted them to get in 
within such time to qualify for educational benefits and other benefits ? 
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Mr. Les. Yes; that is our opinion. In the use of any cutoff date 
there will be always some who do not come under the wire, but from 
the figures which we have now, it looks like that number would be 
very small, and we think that every reasonable action has been taken 
to make sure that there will not be complaints later on. 

Mrs. Rogers. May I ask just one question, Mr. Chairman? 

The CuarrMan. Mrs. Rogers. 

Mrs. Rogers. Do you rec all the length of notice which was given 
to the men after World War IT, as to the cutoff date? I think they 
had several months in which to act. 

Mr. Ler. No, ma’am. I do not have the answer to that, but I will 
be glad to get it and supply it for the record. 

Mrs. Rogers. That would be fine. Thank you. 

(The matter referred to is as follows:) 

Public Law 239 was enacted July 25, 1947. It had been reported in the Senate 
approximately 1 month earlier. 

Mr. Weaver. Mr. Chairman / 

The Cuatrman. The gentleman from Nebraska. 

Mr. Weaver. Could not your quotas for the Air Force for a 2-month 
period be consolidated into a 1-month period in order to eliminate 
some of the difficulties of the cutoff ? 

Mr. Lee. I called the Air Force this morning and they have now 
enlisted a little over 15,000 for the month. They will probably pick 
up a few more. 

The plan on which they are working now of a level enlistment load 
is something which we have been urging them to get on and have been 
trying to get them on for well over a year now. 

What it means to.us is that if we get a level recruiting load more 
men will go through the basic training centers and our tactical train- 
ing schools at a level rate, and that is very economical to us to accom- 
plish from the standpoint of the manpower involved. That is, we 
do not have to staff the training centers for peaks and valleys in 
handling the load. So, we do feel, from the standpoint of managing 
this thing effectively, it would be unwise to urge them to do that for 
the month of January. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much, Mr. Lee. 

Mr. Ler. Thank you very muc h, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Avery. Mr. Chairman, I have just one more question which I 
would like to ask of Mr. Lee. 

The Cratrman. The gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. Avery. Mr. Lee, under the cutoff date which the Air Force is 
operating under now, and under which it has been operating for the 
past 10 days, or the remainder of this month, would that apply to 
reenlistments, or would it apply strictly to new inductees? 

Mr. Lee. It would apply strictly to new inductees; it would not 
apply to reenlistments. We want all the reenlistments we can get. 

Mr. Avery. That was my understanding. 

The Cnatrman. Thank you very much, sir. 

We have with us Mr. Miles Kennedy of the American Legion, who 
wishes to make a statement in regard to this matter. 

Mr. Kennedy, would you please come forward ? 
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STATEMENT OF MILES KENNEDY, LEGISLATIVE DIRECTOR OF THE 
AMERICAN LEGION, ACCOMPANIED BY CECIL H. MUNSON, CHIEF, 
VOCATIONAL TRAINING AND EDUCATION, NATIONAL REHABILI- 
TATION COMMISSION, THE AMERICAN LEGION 


Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman and ladies and gentlemen of the 
committee, my name is Miles Kennedy, and I am the legislative 
director of the American Legion. 

On behalf of our organization, Mr. Chairman, we would like to 
thank you for giving us the opportunity to appear and be heard on 
behalf of your bill, H. R. 587. 

I have with me Mr. Cecil Munson, who is chief of our vocational 
training and education division of the national rehabilitation com- 
mission. Mr. Munson has with him, Mr. Chairman, a short state- 
ment which, with your permission, he would like to read. It is only 
a little over a page long, and I aiso have with me sufficient copies for 
each member of the committee. 

The CuHarrmMan. We would be glad to hear from Mr. Munson. 

Mr. Munson. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, the 
American Legion strongly recommends approval of H. R. 587, a bill 
to amend Public Law 550, 82d Congress, the Veterans’ Readjustment 
Assistance Act of 1952. The enactment of this bill will extend edu- 
cation and training benefits to all persons in the Armed Forces on or 
before January 31, 1955. 

It is not nec essary to enumerate numerous reasons for supporting 
this bill. The heading for title II is “Educational and Vocational 
Assistance” and the declared purpose is to extend education and 
training assistance to provide vocational readjustment and to restore 
lost educational opportunities to those whose educational, professional, 
or vocational ambitions are interrupted or impeded by active service 
in the Armed Forces during the specified emergency period which is 
referred to in Public Law 550 as the “basic service period.” It is 
further stated in the policy declaration of the bill that this educational 
program is intended to aid such persons in attaining the educational 
and training status which they might normally have aspired to and 
attained, had they not served their countr y. 

For those persons in the Armed Forces on or before January 31, 
1955, Proclamation 3080 terminating the emergency period does not 
alter the need for assistance to provide vocational readjustment and 
to restore lost educational opportunties. 

There was widespread confusion regarding education benefits after 
the proclamation was announced. Enlistments were encouraged be- 
lieving that those persons in the Armed Forces would be ermitted to 
accrue maximum education and training entitlement. The man in 
service on or before January 31 will be eligible for home, farm, or 
business loans partially guaranteed by the Government after he leaves 
service. This benefit and the educational provisions have been power- 
ful incentives for enlistments. Both have contributed much to sood 
morale in the Armed Forces among those who enlisted or were drafted. 
For those in the Armed Forces not ac quainted with legal term- 
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inology the reading of section 214, Public Law 550, could lead to a 
misunderstanding. Paragraph (a) reads: 

Each eligible veteran shall be entitled to education or training under this title 
for a period equal to one and a half times the duration of his active service in 
the Armed Forces during the basic service period * * * 

In the absence of a legal interpretation regarding the relationship 
between— 


* * * the duration of his active service in the Armed Forces * * * 

and 

* * * the basic service periods * * * 

before the announcement of a termination date each person in the 


Armed Forces had reason to believe his entitlement would be based 
on 


* * * the duration of his active service in the Armed Forces * * * 


The enactment of H. R. 587 will promptly dispel all feeling of 
resentment on the part of those who have entered or will enter the 
Armed Forces before January 31, 1955. These men and women are 
giving all that is asked of ‘them. It will continue the emphasis 
upon vocational readjustment and the restoration of lost educational 
opportunities resulting in the obtainment of educational and voca- 
tional goals in the shortest time possible. This is of supreme import- 
ance to the secur ity of the United States and our way of life. 

Thank you very much. 

The CuatrMAN. Are there any questions? 

Mrs. Rocers. I would like to ask a question of Mr. Munson. 

When we have a hearing on the bill which I introduced, which in- 
volves the length of time of cutoff of other benefits which would be 
abolished at the end of January, I would like to ask some questions 
on that, but I shall wait until a later time to do it. 

The Cuairman. The gentleman from New York? 

Mr. Kearney. The only question which I have is in regard to your 
statement as to the feeling of those who are entering the service on or 
before January 31. 

What will be the feeling of those who enter after January 31? 

Mr. Munson. Well, Mr. “Kear ney, L imagine that on the part of those 
who are in service there will be the same feeling; I am quite sure that 
that would be true of my own feelings. 

Mr. Kearney. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

The CuarrmMan. Are there any other questions of Mr. Kennedy or 
Mr. Munson ? 

(No response. ) 

The Cnamman. Thank you very much, gentlemen. 

Mr. Kennepy. Thank you, Mr. C hairman. 

Mrs. Rogers. We always like to hear from the American Legion. 

The Crarmrman,. That concludes the list of witnesses scheduled to 
testify on the bill. The committee will now go into executive session. 

(Thereupon, at 11 a. m., the committee w ent into executive session 
for further consideration of the bill.) 
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